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X.-  Purpose  of  the  Study 

a)  To  determine  differences  between  nea  who  join  the  Aray  Re- 
serve Officer  Training  Corps  end  those  who  do  not. 

b)  To  determine  differenoee  between  sen  who  ooaplete  four  years 
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of  Army  ROTC  training  end  those  who  begin  the  oourse,  but  do  not 
oowplete  it. 

o)  To  investigate  soae  of  the  reasons  given  by  wen  for  joining 
or  not  joining  the  Army  ROTC,  and  soae  of  the  reasons  given  for  complet- 
ing «r  not  oonpleting  tho  four  year  program. 

d)  To  generate  hypotheses  for  future  studies  of  enrollment  in 
the  ROTC. 

Sa  Method  of  Study 

Right  colleges  were  selected  for  study  on  the  basis  of  whether  ROTC 
was  compulsory  or  voluntary,  whether  or  not  there  wan  an  Air  Throe  ROTC 
unit  a a well  as  an  Army  ROTC  unit,  and  on  whether  the  proportion  of 
mil*  students  enrolled  in  the  A rpy  ROTC  high  or  low*  Within  eaoh 
college  samples  of  men  were  obtained  eooording  to  their  ROTC  status.  In- 
cluded were  men  in  the  Army  and  Air  Throe  ROTC,  men  who  had  dropped  out 
of  ROTC  training,  and  men  who  had  never  taken  ROTC  training.  Wore  than 
4000  men  completed  eelf-adainietered  questionnaires. 
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A.  Student  Charaoterlstios 

a)  There  were  no  differences  between  ROTC  men  and  non-ROTC  men 
on  Soolo-Tonomlo  status,  the  llkllhood  of  holding  a part  time  job  while 
in  oo liege,  or  in  student  reports  of  their  oollege  grades. 

b)  Adranoed  ROTC  oadets  participate  in  a greater  mmaber  of  ex- 
tra  ourrloular  act 1 rites  than  non-ROTC  students,  and  were  more  likely 
than  non-ROTC  students  to  belong  to  fraternities  and  to  hold  positions 
of  leadership  In  tho  organisations  to  which  they  belongs  Adranoed  ROTC 
students  were  also  more  likely  than  others  to  report  that  they  take  the 
role  of  leaders,  and  that  they  did  not  objeot  to  either  giving  or  taking 
orders. 


B.  Career  Plans 

a}  ROTC  and  non-ROTC  students  are  generally  similar  in  the  things 
they  seek  in  a job  after  oollege. 

b)  Among  all  groups  of  students,  job  security  was  ths  considera- 
tion most  frequently  rated  as  important  in  a job  after  oollege.  Job  char- 
acteristics often  rated  as  important  also  lnoludet 

i)  The  ability  to  use  what  was  learned  in  oollege. 

11)  The  ability  to  work  with  people, 
iii)  The  ability  to  earn  a good  deal  of  money. 
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Cl ,Tmr4  EUUm  .sanla? 

a)  Moat  sen  axpeot  to  enter  fall-tine  Military  aerrloe  at  some 

tlae. 

b)  While  aoat  students  axpeot  two  years  of  full-tins  military 
samoe,  Advanced  Army  HOTC  oadete  were  atoet  likely  to  expeot  six 
months. 

o)  Hon-ROTC  students  are  less  well-informed  about  selective  serrloe 
provisions  than  HOTC  students. 

d)  Ron-  ROTO  students  more  than  ROTC  students  report  that  they  worry 
about  the  draft,  and  also  that  thsy  find  fault  with  the  present  system 

of  enlootive  servioe. 

e)  A majority  of  all  etudente  see  aoae  advantages  to  military  ser- 
vice, hut  non-HOTC  students  are  less  likely  than  HOTC  students  to  report 
this. 

Do  l.ttltudce  Toward  the  Army 

a)  A majority  of  all  students  axpeot  that  they  would  become  officers 
if  they  were  drafted  into  the  Aray. 

b)  A majority  of  all  students  expeot  that  they  would  (jet  the  hranoh 
of  their  ohoioe  if  they  were  to  be  drafted  into  the  Aray. 

c)  The  attitudes  of  non-ROTC  students  toward  the  Aray  are  neither 
■ore  nor  leee  positive  than  their  attitudes  towards  any  of  the  other 
services. 

d)  The  Aray  ia  regarded  favorably  by  most  students  as  a plaoe  to 


grow  up"  and  to  learn  discipline 


e)  It  Is  generally  teller t<d  that  the  United  States  will,  within 
the  next  tan  years,  have  to  fight  a war  alallar  to  the  Korean  War, 
rather  than  a large  war  suoh  as  World  War  II. 

f)  Won-Arscr  HOTC  students  sore  than  Army  BOTC  students  regarded 
the  importance  of  the  Army  diminished  as  a result  of  modern  means  of 
warfare. 

B.  Attitudes  Toward  the  ROTC 

a)  There  is  general  aooeptanoe  by  all  studenta  of  the  need  for  the 
BOTC  for  national  seourlty. 

b)  Satisfaction  with  the  Amy  BOTC  of  men  in  the  program  ia  rotated 
to  whether  or  cot  there  was  a oholoe  available  in  the  decision  to  join 
the  RDTC,  or  in  whioh  ROTC  (Army  or  Air  Fcroe)  to  join. 

o)  ROTC  oourses  are  regarded  as  easier  than  other  oollege  oouraea, 
altho^sh  of  some  value. 

d)  Criticisms  of  the  Amy  ROTC  course  work  were  directed  toward 
the  amount  of  leadership  training,  the  amount  of  military  praetloe, 
and  exoosslvo  time  in  close  order  drill. 

®)  Baeio  Army  ROTC  students  are  less  satisfied  with  their  uniforms 
than  are  Basic  Air  Force  ROTC  students. 

Fo  The  Peolelon  to  Join  the  Arm r ROTC 

u)  The  greater  the  number  of  atudente  at  a school  receiving  pre- 
oolloge  material  about  the  Amy  ROTC,  the  greater  tho  enrollment  in  the 
Amy  ROTC  at  that  oollege. 

b)  As  many  as  half  the  students  studied  gave  no  thought  before  en- 
tering oollege  as  to  whether  or  not  to  Join  the  ROTC,  or  whioh  ROTC  to 


vi 

o)  ROTC  enrollment  la  lower  where  Advanced  ROTC  students  are  re- 
quired to  take  extra  oredlta  toward  graduation  aa  a reault  of  taking 
ROTC. 

d)  Student  daoiaiona  about  joining  the  ROTC  generally  oonour  with 
their  reporta  of  parents'  suggestions. 

e)  About  one- fourth  of  the  non  no m in  the  Advanoed  Army  ROTC  would 
havc>  joined  had  there  been  no  draft. 

f)  The  aoet  frequently  mentioned  reaaono  for  joining  the  Baelo 

Army  ROTC  weret  i}  Desire  to  be  an  officer 

11 ) Interest  in  learning  to  handle  men 
Hi)  Wish  to  learn  dlsoipllne 
iv)  Relative  ease  in  planning  future  as  member  of 
ROTC. 

g)  ROTC  dropouts  often  mention  as  a reason  for  joining  the  wish 
to  rtry  it  out  for  mehile”. 

go  Reasons  for  Hot  Joining  the  ROTC 

a)  Det events  to  joining  the  ROTC  are  the  belief  that  the  program 
would  take  too  much  time  and  that  one  oould  probably  beoome  an  officer 
without  ROTC  training. 

b)  Many  never  taking  ROTC  thought  it  easier  to  plan  for  the  future 
without  joining  the  program. 

o)  The  strongest  inducement  to  join  the  ROTC  would  he  for  the 
ROTC  t0  pay  all  oollege  tuitions  and  fees.  Also  frequently  men- 
tioned as  an  induo omen t was  the  ability  to  use  oollege  aoquired 
skills  in  ths  A rmy. 
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vii 


or  Joinl 


a)  Strongest  appeals  for  nan  currently  in  the  Adranoed  Corps 


were  the  oasdeeion,  the  ability  to  learn  leadership  and  the  ability 
to  learn  discipline. 

b)  Important  considerations  for  Basio  A ray  30 TC  students  in  the 
prooess  of  deciding  was  the  nature  of  the  aatsrlal  taught,  and  the 
eanunt  of  tine  necessary  for  the  Advanced  Corps. 


” r>  rrrgy tt-t-'a  t rrr» . ti.vi.Ti 


a)  BOTC  dropouts  generally  see  others  (firiends,  family,  eto.)  as 
concurring  with  their  decision  to  drop  BOTC  training. 

b)  The  tine  involved  in  ROTC  traing  was  the  consideration  aost 


often  aentionod  as  important  in  the  decision  to  drop  the  prograa. 

e)  Disinterest  in  the  content  of  the  BOTC  ooursee  is  also  as 
tlonsd  often  as  a reason  for  dropping  the  program. 
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I.  PURPOSE  OP  THE  STUB? 

This  is  s study  of  oollsgo  men  si  sight  American  colleges. 

It  is  an  analysis  of  ths  sttitudLss  of  about  4,000  men  toward  mili- 
tary service,  ths  Reserve  Offiosr  Training  Corps  and  a numbs r of 
problsos  faoing  oollsgo  men.  It  also  provides  information  about 
ths  oollegs  student  himself  and  his  plans  for  the  future.. 

Primarily,  this  is  an  exploratory  study  designed  to  provide 
information  and  hypotheses  for  future  investigations.  Although  its 
major  fooua  is  ths  oollegs  student  and  the  Reserve  Officer  Training 
Corps,  in  pursuing  this  subject,  ths  study  touohss  upon  a number  of 
other  relevant  factors. 

Its  major  purposes  are  as  follows i 

1)  To  determine  the  differenoea  in  oh&raoteristlos  between 
men  in  the  Army  ROTC  and  men  who  are  not. 

2}  To  determine  the  differenoee  In  attitude  on  s number  of 
subjsot  matters  between  Army  ROTC  students  and  other 
male  students.  These  irolude  attitudes  toward  military 
servios,  attitudes  toward  the  Army,  attitudes  toward  ths 
ROTC,  sto. 

3)  To  determine  the  influences  a ff noting  decisions  made  by 
o allege  men  about  the  ROTC.  These  influenoes  inoluds 
pre-oollege  and  oollegs  influenoes,  the  effeot  of  various 
sources  of  informal i bn  about  the  ROTC,  the  role  of  other 
persons,  eto. 

4)  To  determine  the  important  o one! derat ions  entering  Into 
the  following  deoisionsi 


I i 


a)  Ths  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  to  join  the  HOTC. 

h)  The  decision  as  to  whioh  BOTC  to  join,  the  Array 

or  the  Air  Force. 

o)  The  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  to  oontlnue 

the  ROTC  course  of  study  onoe  it  has  begun. 
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II.  THE  DESIGN  OP  THE  HOTC  STUDT 

A,  Sslsotlon  St  CoUmm  In  Study 

The  oonditions  under  which  the  HOTC  may  operate  in  oollegea 
throughout  the  country  are  numerous.  In  some  aohoola  the  HOTC  le 
compulsory  for  a given  period  of  time  (usually  for  only  two  years) 
while  in  other  eohools  students  may  volunteer  for  the  ROTC  when  they 
enter  as  freshmen.  In  some  sohools  there  Is  only  an  A ray  ROTC  on 
campus  while  others  may  have  an  Air  Poroe  ROTC  as  well*  and  perhaps 
a Navy  ROTC  in  addition.  In  some  voluntary  sohools , ROTC,  once 
taken,  must  be  continued  for  the  oomplete  Baaio  Course  of  two  years 
while  elsewhere  students  may  drop  the  program  at  any  time  just  as 
they  may  drop  any  other  course. 

Resources  available  for  this  study  made  it  necessary  to  limit 
the  study  to  a maximum  of  only  eight  of  the  234  colleges  which  have 
Army  ROTC  units.  It  was  therefor  neoesoary  to  seleot  these  eight 
oollegea  in  a manner  which  would  provide  the  maximum  possible  infor- 
mation within  the  limitations  plaoed  on  the  number  of  oollegee  in- 
cluded In  the  study  design. 

The  question  of  enrollment  in  the  ROTC  stay  be  thought  of  aa  a 
problem  of  choioea  available  to  oollege  men.  The  ohoioes  possible  are 
determined  to  a considerable  extent  by  the  nature  and  kinds  of  ROTC 
present  on  a particular  oampus.  The  number  of  ohoioes  are  at  a maxi- 
mum, for  example,  at  oollegee  where  the  ROTC  is  voluntary  and  where 
there  is  an  Army  and  an  Air  Poroe  ROTC0  Choice  is  at  a minimum  where 
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the  BOTC  is  compulsory  for  the  first  two  years  and  where  there  Is 
only  an  Army  ROTC.  It  Is  for  this  reason  that  the  colleges  with  Army 
ROTC  units  were  stratified  by  these  two  Unport ant  variables  - the  oom- 
pulsory  or  voluntary  nature  of  the  ROTC,  and  the  presenoe  or  absence 
of  an  Air  *oroe  ROTC  on  the  sase  oampus. 

The  above  system  of  stratlfloation  of  sohools  permitted  all 
sohools  to  be  olassified  on  these  two  variables.  It  was  deoidsd  to 
eliminate  from  possible  ineluslon  in  the  study  design  oertain  sohools 
which  were  either  of  little  interest  owing  to  their  nature,  or  were  in 
some  ways  so  unique  as  to  plaoe  severe  and  obvious  limitations  on  the 
extension  of  findings  from  the  sample  sohools  to  other  sohools  which 
might  be  similar  to  them.  In  the  former  category  were  those  schools 
where  more  than  20  peroent  of  the  Basic  ROTC  students  failed  the  RQ-4 
test,  a qualification  given  all  applicants  for  the  Advanced  Course  to 
determine  their  suitability  to  be  an  Army  officer.  In  the  oategory  of 
unique  sohools  were  religious  denominational  sohools  and  military 
sohools.  Owing  to  the  relatively  few  nor.-ooed  colleges  in  the  country, 
all  of  these  were  also  eliminated  from  consideration  for  inclusion  in 
the  sample. 

Among  the  many  variables  which  could  be  used  as  criteria  for 
seleotion  of  two  colleges  within  eaoh  of  the  four  groupings  of  ool- 
leges  desoribed  above,  the  one  which  seetred  most  relevant  to  the  prob- 
lems facing  the  ROTC  was  the  relative  rate  of  enrollment  in  the  ROTC 
program  at  the  various  oolleges.  For  this  reason  it  was  deoidsd  to 

isolate,  insofar  as  possible,  two  sohools  within  eaoh  of  the  °lassi- 
floatlons  whloh  were  as  similar  as  possible  to  eaoh  other  in  moot 
respects,  but  as  dissimilar  as  possible  with  respect  to  the 
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relative  numbers  enrolled  in  the  HOTC  in  terms  of  the  production  of 
Araty  officers  The  final  design  for  selection  of  schools  would  then 
appear  ae  follows i 


COMPULSORY 

V0LUKTAR7 

“1 

r~ 

i 

HIGH  ROTC 

I 

HIGH  ROTC 

J 

ARMY  ROTC  ONLY 

LOW  ROTC 

LOW  ROTC 

( 

I1*-.  _ 

2S 

I 

r 

! 

ARMY  AND 

1 

HIGH  ROTC 

HI  OH  HOTC 

1 

1 

AIR  FORCE  ROTC 

LOW  ROTC 

LOW  ROTC 

I 

1 

3o 

. 

4. 

! 

! 

i 

[ 

i 


Matching  of  comparable  schools  within  each  of  the  four  cells 
was  done  largely  on  the  basic  of  information  obtained  from  Lovejoy’e 
College  Guide  and  the  1956  World  Almanac  In  addition,  judgements 
were  also  made  about  tbe  comparability  of  the  schools  from  the  re- 
searchers own  knowledge  of  universities. 

Using  information  obtained  from  tha  Army  ROTC,  matched  schools 
were  then  examined  to  obtain  within  each  of  the  four  cells  pairs  of 
schools  whioh,  though  otherwise  similar,  differed  with  regard  to  rela- 
tive number  of  Army  officers  produced*  This  measure  differed  with 
reepeot  to  the  nature  of  the  ROTC  in  each  of  the  olaeees  of  schools  , 

For  example,  where  the  ROTC  was  voluntary,  the  measure  was  in  terms 
of  initial  freshman  enrollment  in  the  ROTC  and  the  amount  of  attri- 
tion from  freehman  ROTC  students  tc  the  Advanced  Corps,  By  these 
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criteria,  a "High"  school  nbore  BOTC  rroa  voluntary  would  bo  ono  where 
there  was  a high  proportion  of  freshmen  enrolled  in  tie  BOTC  axxd  where 
a high  proportion  of  these  freshmen  later  went  on  Into  the  Advanoed 
BOTC.  A "Low**  sohool  would  be  one  where  a relatively  low  proportion 
of  freshmen  enrolled  In  the  BOTC,  and  where  a relatively  low  propor- 
tion of  these  aen  volunteered  for  the  Advanced  Course. 

In  sohools  where  the  BOTC  is  compulsory,  for  exsnple,  where 
there  is  only  an  Any  ROTC,  the  determination  of  a "High"  and  "Low" 
sohool  was  dons  on  the  basis  of  attrition  alone  sinos  all  qualified 
non-veterans  are  required  to  take  the  two  years  Baslo  ROTC  oourse. 

Thus,  a "High"  sohool  is  one  where  the  proportion  of  freshaen  volun- 
teering for  the  Advanced  Course  is  somewhat  higher  than  the  "Low" 
sohool.  In  the  ooapulsory  sohools  where  there  was  an  Any  and  Air 
?oroe  BOTC,  the  proportion  of  freshaen  selecting  Army  rather  than 
Air  Toros  ROTC  was  approximately  the  sane  in  the  "High"  and  "Low" 
sohools.  Bare,  too,  selection  was  aads  on  the  basis  of  attrition 
rate  fraa  freshmen  to  the  Advanced  Course. 

In  order  to  avoid  the  selection  of  pairs  whloh  happened  to 

differ  in  but  a single  year,  the  attrition  rates  wars  used  for  the 

two  years  whloh  were  available  for  comparison.  Freshaen  enrollment 

figures  were  examined  over  a five  year  figure.  The  eight  sohools 

whloh  constituted  the  final  sample  oompared  as  follows  on  freshaen 

enrollment  and  attrition  from  the  freshman  olass  to  the  Advanced  BOTC.* 

* The  "Low"  sohool  in  the  sample  where  BOTC  is  voluntary  and  where  there 
are  both  Any  and  Air  Foroe  BOTC  units  was  a last-minute  selection.  It 
replaced  another  aatohed  sohool  whloh  announoed  the  disoontinuanoe  of 
the  BOTC  programs  shortly  after  the  present  reaearoh  was  begun. 
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TABLE  1 


PERCENT  OP  FRESHMEN  ENROLLED  IN  THE  ROTC 
AND  RATES  OF  ATTRITION 


CCMFULSORT  VOLUNTARY 


Tear 

Army  Only 

hSSL. 

k AF 

Army 

High 

Amy 

& AF 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

Low 

High 

Low 

1953 

86 

76 

31 

46 

49 

27 

20 

21 

1954 

51 

78 

31 

32 

38 

25 

25 

14 

1955 

53 

66 

39 

30 

46 

35 

24 

15 

195b 

66 

56 

36 

28 

47 

31 

30 

13 

1957 

66 

68 

37 

23 

64 

26 

22 

16 

H of  1953  freah- 
men  in  Advanoed 

ROTC  in  1956 

29 

17 

49 

16 

74 

43 

47 

43 

^ of  1954  fresh- 
men in  Advanoed 

ROTC  in  1957 

35 

12 

47 

16 

77 

32 

46 

32 

Throughout  this  report,  eaoh  of  the  sohools  in  the  sample  will  he 
designated  by  a code  name  seleoted  to  oomrey  the  oetegory  of  sohools  to 
which  it  belongs?  These  code  names  will  appear  as  follows  s 

High  Compulsory  A ray  ROTC  Only  - High  Compar 

Low  Compulsory  Army  ROTC  Only  - Low  Compar 

High  Compulsory  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  - High  Compar af 

Low  Compulsory  Any  and  Air  Force  ROTC  - Low  Comparaf 

High  Voluntary  Army  ROTC  Only  - High  Volar 

Low  Voluntary  Army  ROTC  Only  - Low  Volar 

High  Voluntary  Army  and  Air  Foroe  ROTC  - High  Volar  af 

Low  Voluntary  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  - Low  Volaraf 

Findings  in  this  report  will  be  presented  so  as  to  demonstrate  not 
only  differences  within  schools,  but  differences  between  pairs  of  schools 
as  well.  It  was  with  thie  aim  in  mind,  tho  demonstration  of  both  Individ- 
ual  and  sohool  differences  In  attitudes  toward  the  ROTC,  that  the  present 
study  design  was  oonoeivedc 


Bo  The  Seleotlon  of  <he  Sample  Within  Ct  lieges 


Ths  sslsotion  of  individuals  within  colleges  wan  eased  upon  two 
oonslderatlonai  first,  the  nature  of  th«  RCC'C  at  the  ocllege  (l-;9» , 
compulsory,  voluntary,  Army  only,  etOo)  *nd  the  need  to  obtain  euffl* 
olent  numb* re  of  eaoh  olaaaifloatlon  of  students  within  saoh  of  the 


oollsges  to  permit  meaningful  analyses  of  eaoh  groupo  It  vas  for  these 
reasons  that  all  university  students  were  stratified  according  to  their 


status  with  rsgard  to  ths  RCTC,  and  effoits  were  made  to  obtain  a spe- 


oifio  number  within  each  classification#  Thus,  tho  Else  oi’  a oategory 


of  respondsnts  was  ssleotsd  not  in  proportion  to  ths  size  of  that  oate~ 
gory  in  relation  to  the  rest  of  the  oollege,  but  instead  with  the  inten- 
tion of  obtaining  a previously  Bpeoified  number  of  respondents  within 
the  category.  Within  eaoh  atratif ioation,  however,  a random  sample  of 


students  was  ohossn, 


As  notsd  above,  the  number  and  kinds  of  strati fioatiors  were  based 


on  ths  nature  of  the  aohool,,  The  stratifications  and  tho  numbers  origin' 


ally  aimed  for  in  eaoh  type  of  Bohool  were  aa  follows i 


Compulsory  Army  Only  (Compar) 

Basic  Army  170 
Advance d Army  170 
Array  Dropout b 170 


Compulsory  Army  and  Air  Force  (Comparaf) 

Basic  Army  170 
Advanced  Army  170 
Army  Dropouts  220 
Easio  Air  Force  170 
Advanced  Air  Force  170 
Air  Foroa  Dropouts  220 
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Voluntary  Army  C>nly  (Volar) 

Eaaio  Army  170 
Advanced  Army  170 
Ait vy  Dropouts  170 
Never  Took  ROTC  340 

Voluntary  Army  and  Air  Force  (Volaraf) 

Baaio  Army  170 
Advanced  Army  170 
Army  Dropouts  220 
Basic  Adi*  Force  170 
Advanced  Air  Force  170 
Air  Force  Dropouts  220 
Never  Took  H0TC  340 

It  trill  be  noted  that  in  sohools  whore  the  ROTC  ie  voluntary,  it 
was  necessary  to  draw  an  additional  sample  of  men  from  the  general 
school  population  who  had  never  taken  R0TCo  Also,  where  there  was  an 
Air  Force  as  well  as  an  Army  R0TCf  samples  were  drawn  of  the  Air  Force 
ROTC  that,  were  comparable  with  the  sample  of  the  Array,  providing  com- 
parisons of  the  two  groups., 

In  many  oases,  the  actual  number  i-  'he  sample  drawn  differed 
from  the  sample  alto  originally  proposed.  This  was  due  tc  a number 
of  factors.  First,  often  the  actual  numoer  of  students  within  a pro- 
pored  stratification  was  fewer  than  the  number  designed  for  H.-Mcpling, 
For  example,  in  the  High  Comparaf  college  there  were  only  94  studanta 
enrolled  in  the  Advanoed  Air  Force  P.OTC.  In  case?  where  there  were 
fever  numbers  than  were  allowed  for  in  the  basic  study  d«s  .gn  all  of 
the  students  were  taken.  Thus,  in  none  of  the  four  schools  where 
there  was  an  Air  Force  ROTC  were  th^re  si  uany  as  170  in  the  Advanced 
Corps,  In  the  case  of  these  echooia,  a 100  percent  sample  of  the  Ad- 
vanced Air  Force  ROTC  was  aimed  for0  Tins  factor  of  fewer  numbers  in 
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the  stratification  than  allowed  for  in  the  design  accounted  for  the 
greatest  single  deviation  in  the  proposed  numbers  of  students  sampled. 
In  a few  cases*  after  the  samples  were  drawn  it  was  learned  that 
some  of  the  students  in  the  sample  were  no  longer  in  college?  or  had 
no  address  'listed  for  them  in  the  school  directory-  Where  possible, 
the  names  of  c*her  studente  from  the  same  stratif ioation  were  substi- 
tuted, However,  in  the  case  of  stare  schools,  time  did  not  permit  sub- 


stitution 


G The  Mannar  in  fthioh  the  Study  was  Conducted 

The  instrument  designed  for  the  surrey  vas  a self administered 
quest ionnaire0  It  waa  therefore  neceasacy  to  bring  all  students  in- 
cluded in  tko  survey  to  a apeoifio  place  where  he  might  receive  and. 
complete  the  questionnaire,  The  chief  method  of  notification  was  a 
letter  from  a university  officials 

At  each  of  the  colleges  a letter  on  university  stationary  was  ob- 
tained fioui  a high  university  official.  In  h tl4*  of  the  schools,  the 
setter  was  signed  by  the  unfceraity  president e Eaoh  of  the  letters  ob- 
t t ned  described  the  purposes  of  the  surrey,  the  date  and  place  of  the 
questionnaire  administration  and  also  an  appeal  from  the  university  for 
the  student  to  cooperate,  This  letter  was  sent  to  eaoh  student  in  the 
sample  at  hia  university  address.  Included  with  the  lotter  was  a slip 
of  paper  giving  the  apeoifio  time  and  plooe  of  the  study,  A number  on 
■ h<  slip  of  paper  identified  the  student  eo  that  his  name  could  be 
ohoctced  eff  the  sample  roster.  In  addition.,  differently  colored  slips 
tier  tho  students  ROTC  classification  (i,e. , 31uo  for  Basic 

Arty  POTC,  Cherry  for  Advanced  Arsy  ROTCp  etc,). 

To  supplement  the  letters,  vharevor  possible  additional  publicity 
wsi  give*  ?c  the  survey  In  some  oreks  articles  dealing  with  the  survey 
wes e published  in  the  college  newspaper  shortly  prior  to  questionnaire 
administration  Also,  wherever  possible  classroom  announo aments  were 
mace  throughout  the  university  In  ore  case,  a looa?.  radio  station 
.ace  ueveval  announcements  during  the  dey „ 
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In  nearly  all  of  the  eight  sohoola,  the  questionnaire  \r&s  admin- 
istered over  a three  lay  period-.  Arrangoinem  s were  made  to  provide 


& choice  of  several  hours  of  the  day  during  whlah  students  Might  com- 
plete the  questionnaire*  Every  effort  was  made  to  utilize  large 
rooms  or  auditorluns  centrally  located  on  the  college  campus 0 

At  all  of  the  eight  schools  it  was  necessary  to  arrange  for  ad- 
di.ional  questionnaire  sessions  because  of  insuffioiant  student  turn- 
out for  the  first  wava  of  quest lonnaire  administrations*  In  most  cases 
thfe  second  wave  of  questionnaire  administration,  or  the  follow-up  study, 
waft  conduotsd  about  three  weeks  after  the  first  wave* 

Arrangements  for  the  follow-up  were  quite  similar  to  arrangements 
made  far  the  first  wave*  Once  again,  students  who  did  not  appear  for 
th*  first  wave  were  informed  tor  a letter  from  the  university  official 
of  the  time  and  place  of  the  survey*  In  additon,  a postal  card  was 
sent  to  each  student  in  the  second  wave  reminding  him  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  survey*  The  postal  card  was  mailed  so  that  it  would  he 
received  "by  the  student  the  day  before  the  first  questionnaire  admin- 
istration of  th©  follow-up  phase* 

For  the  follow-up,  the  Military  Science  and  the  Air-  Science 
^apartments  were  asked  to  notify  ROTC  students  in  the  semple  to  re- 
port; for  the  study*  In  a number  of  cases  ROlfc  students  were  excused 
fron  ROTC  olesaea  in  order  to  complete  the  questionnaire* 
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Dt.  Studans  Turnout  and  Attrition 

In  the  original  temple  listings,  a total  of  6,776  names  were 
drawn  In  the  Wight  sample  oollegeEc.  Of  this  nun bar  4,174  students, 
or  62  paroant,  completed  questionnaires,  The  differences  between 
schools  in  thair  turnout  rataa  wan  considerable,  ranging  from  45  per- 
cant  in  tha  school  with  the  lowest  turnout  to  80  porcant  in  tha  sohoo! 
with  tha  highest  turnout,  In  six  of  tha  alght  sohools,  however,  the 
turnout  rata  was  hatwaan  0?  paroant  and  60  percent 0 

Within  schools  thara  was  variation  socording  to  students®  ROTC 
status-  In  Table  2 it  will  he  seen  that,  in  general,  turnout  among 
tha  A ray  ROTC  was  batter  than  turnout  for  other  groups.,  Next  heat 
was  turnout  among  the  Air  Poroa  ROTCc  This  differenco  may  be  attrib- 
uted to  several  factora0  Among  these  is  the  foot  that  Military  and 
Air  Science  Departments  impressed,  their  students  with  tho  importance 
of  cooperating  with  tha  study,  and  frequently  permitted  etudente  to 
leave  thoir  classes  in  order  to  complete  tha  quest ionnaii*eso  What 
was  perhaps  of  equal  importance , however,  was  that  rosters  from  ROTC 
courses  were  considerably  more  up-to-date  than  rostors  of  tha  general 
Btudent  population.  In  obtaining  Army  and  Air  Force  dropouts,  for 
example,  names  of  students  who  dropped  out  of  tha  ROTC  were  checked 
against  student  directories,  and  only  those  who  were  reported  still 
enrolled  in  college  were  scopledo  However,  in  na&rly  alt  cases  stu- 
dent dirootories  wore  compiled  during  the  previous  Pall  term,  and 
the:>e  is  ovidenoe  that  these  were  somewhat  dated  by  late  spring  when 
the  survey  was  conducted,. 
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In  the  few  cases  where  it  was  possible  to  oheok  more  reoent  school 
enrollment  listings  against  "Drop cut"  and  "Never  Took"  rosters  there 
was  evidenoe  that  many  on  these  rosters  were  no  longer  registered.,  It 
the  Low  Volaraf  college,  for  example,  a sample  of  "Newer  Took"  names 
was  checked  against  the  latest  listing  in  the  Dean  of  ]£en°s  office.. 
About  one-third  of  these  had  left  college  between  the  time  the  student 
direotory  had  boon  compiled  and  the  time  of  tho  survey*,  In  this  par- 
ticular oaae,  the  46  percent  turnout  figure  should  perhaps  more  accur- 
ately read  70  percent. 

The  two  sohools  with  the  lowest  turnout  wore  both  very  large  land 
grant  or  state  universities.  The  figures  are  perhaps  in  themselvea 
evidence  of  the  difficulty  in  communication  inherent  in  schools  of 
great  size.  Of  speoial  interest  is  the  fact  that  in  these  sohools 
the  turnout  figures  for  all  groups,  ROTC  and  non-ROTC  were  generally 
quite  similar  to  eaoh  other. 

In  any  survey,  problems  of  attrition  in  the  original  sample  raises 
the  question  of  the  reliability  of  findings.  It  should  first  be  noted 
that  for  about  half  of  the  sub-groups  sampled  (there  were  a total  of  40 
at ratifications  in  the  eight  colleges)  the  rate  of  turnout  exceeded  70 
percent.  Since  many  students  who  did  not  appear  were  no  longer  a part 
of  the  actual  sampling  universe,  there  is  good  reason  to  bslisvs  that 
these  aro  reliable  estimates  of  the  populations  from  which  they  wsrs 
eeui; 'led.  In  the  other  oases,  however,  use  of  tho  figuroa  to  obtain 
estimates  of  the  population  universe  would  be  unjustified.  Although 
they  may  be  properly  ropreaentativs,  them  is  insufficient  evidence 
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About  those  who  did.  not  app ear  to  uss  these  a*  aocurate  measures  of 
population  oharaotarlstloso 

that  la  more  important  for  tha  purposaa  of  this  survey,  however, 
la  tha  ooaparlaona  among  aohoola  and  among  nub-groups  of  schools*  It 
was  for  thia  purpoaa  tha  atudy  was  designed  rathar  than  for  tha  pur- 
posa  of  proolaa  estimation*  For  such  purpoaaa  as  suggesting  similar- 
ltlaa  and  dlffaranooa  thaaa  figures  may  ba  used  with  a considerable 
degree  of  confidence*  In  aplta  of  whatever  blaa  might  have  boon  ora- 
atad  by  tha  abaanoa  of  oomplete  raspondart  part ioipat ion,  there  la  good 
reason  to  expeot  that  observed  correlations  are  raduoad  rathar  than 
completely  oonoealed*  Tha  findings  presented  In  this  report  may  thus 
ba  regarded  as  rathar  conservative  estimates  of  sample  differences s 

Hotel  There  was  one  speoial  sample  group*  In  the  selection  of 
the  sample  of  students  at  High  Volar  who  never  took  BOTC  training, 
there  was  a failure  to  draw  any  names  of  freshmen  or  sophomores,.  Upon 
realisation  of  thia  omission,  efforts  were  made  to  obtain  question- 
naires from  a sample  of  this  group*  While  it  was  possible  to  reaoh  the- 
freshmen  in  this  group  who  were  still  in  sohool,  sophomores  were  no 
longer  attending  olassea  during  that  sohool  year*  Consequently,  240 
sophcamires  were  mailed  questionnaires  and  asked  to  return  them  com- 
pleted, Wearly  two-thirds  of  them  did  so*  In  the  analysis  of  the  sur- 
vey data,  these  mail  questionnaires  are  inoluded  with  those  obtained 
through  group  administration* 
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The  turnout  figures  presented  in  Table  2,  are  not  those  actually 
used  In  this  reports  In  the  processing  of  the  questionnaires  for  tab- 
ulation, respondents  originally  aisolasslfied,  or  whose  classification 
had  ohanged  since  the  sampling  lists  were  obtained,  were  placad  into 
their  proper  groups.  This  aooounts  for  certain  small  variations  be- 
tween the  numbers  obtained  in  eaoh  group  and  the  numbers  used. 

More  important,  however,  Is  the  fact  that,  in  the  schools  where 
ROTC  is  voluntary,  many  of  the  students  who  had  never  taken  HOTC  train- 
ing were  veteranas  of  the  Armed  Forces*  It  was  dsoided  that,  while 
these  men  were  eligible  for  ROTC  training,  they  represent  an  unlikely 
source  of  ROTC  cadets.  Their  responses  would  not  neeessarlly  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  major  research  problem.  As  a result,  ths  responses 
of  veterans  have  been  eliminated  from  the  present  analyses.  Table  3 
presents  the  sample  slses  finally  used. 

Throughout  this  report,  distinction  is  mads  between  lower-class 
students  (freshmen  and  sophomores)  and  upper-class  students  (juniors 
and  seniors).  In  High  Volar,  students  in  the  middle  year  of  their 
five  year  program  were  classified  as  upperolassmsn.  In  all  tables, 
"Never  Took"  studsnts,  i.e.,  those  who  never  took  ROTC  training,  are 
designated  as  Raver  Took  (LC)  for  lower-olass  students  and  Never  Took 
(TTC)  for  upper-class  students. 
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TABLE 


-TURNOUT  FIGURES  FOR  ALL  (E'OUPG  05  RESPOHXENTS 


SOo  of 
3tud*>ntn 


Hoa  of  3'iidert*  Faroaat 
C collating  of 

C»icetlonn*Ai  as  Saar la 


COK*>AR 

High 


Baaio  Axuc 
Adveuoed  A.  tLj 
Army  Droj  ot  te 
Total 


Baaio  Amy 
Advnncad  Aray 
Aray  Dropout  a 
Total 


CCKPARli’ 

High  Baaio  Army 

Adaanead  Ar*t/ 

/ray  Dropout  a 
Baaio  Air  Poiaa 
Adrancod  Air  Fore* 
Air  Foroa  Iropouta 
Total 


Baaio  Aimy 
Adrarxad  Ax  ay 
Aray  Dropouts 
Baaio  Air  Poroo 
Advanoad  Air  Toma 
Air  Foroa  Rror.outa 
Total 


VOLAR 


Baaio  Aray 
Adaaroad  Ar»t 
Angr  Dropouts 
Havax  Took  ROTC 
Total 


Basic  Army  168  132  7 

Adranoad  A»5r  67  60  9' 

Awjr  Drropouta  117  61  5: 

Harar  Took  ROTC  345  201  5! 

Total  694  454  6! 

* Boat  not  inoluda  raapovidante  ototaicod  through  <aailad 

quaationnair»0 


TABLB  2 (Continued) 


TURHOUT  FIGURES  FOR  JILL  GROUPS  OP  RSSPOIDTOTS 


Ho.  of 
Student* 


Ho.  of  Students 
Completing 
Onset lonnair ea 


VOLARAF 


Bmslo  ingr 

175 

144 

Advanced  Artty 

166 

153 

Amy  Qpopouta 

183 

108 

Basic  Air  Perce 

168 

107 

Advanced  Mr  Force 

68 

48 

Air  Force  Dropout a 

150 

78 

Barer  Took  20TC 

324 

178 

Total 

1234 

816 

Basic  Army 

146 

126 

Adranoed  Amy 

107 

93 

Army  Dropouts 

192 

121 

Basio  Mr  Force 

174 

134 

Adranoed  Air  Force 

51 

35 

Mr  Force  Dropouts 

166 

77 

Herat  Took  ROTC 

445 

215 

Total 

1281 

801 

TOTAL  TOR  ALL  SCHOOLS 

6776 

4174 

Percent 

of 

Semple 


TABLE  3 


ffUKBEK  OF  RESPCN  HEFTS  U EACH  OEOUP  USED  IB  THIS  REPORT 


TOTAL 

C CUPAR 

High 

Low 

BjujIo  krmj 

1016 

136 

154 

Adwanoad  Amy 

774 

74 

69 

Amy  It*  op  out  a 

698 

86 

78 

Baalo  Air  Foroa 

407 

Advt.  Air  Pore  a 

108 

Air  Toroa  DroTCuto 

331 

Hwvar  Took  ROTC 
Lower  Cl&sa 

277 

TJppar  Clause 

287 

_ 

TOTAL 

3978 

296 

301 

C CUP  ARAB 

TOLAR 

VOLARAP 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

87 

87 

123 

131 

163 

135 

96 

93 

142 

59 

155 

86 

ee 

67 

91 

69 

111 

108 

95 

62 

109 

141 

48 

59 

45 

36 

79 

84 

83 

85 

90*  68 

44 

75 

_ _ 

134  55 

31 

67 

93  452 

580  382 

741 

733 

* Inoludaa  sixty  guastlorjmiraa  ottalnad  through  Mil  survay 
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III,  THE  PLAN  OP  ANALTSI3 

The  report  that  follow*  ia  divided  into  two  major  eeotionai 

1)  A wore  detailed  seot ion-by-sect ion  review 
of  the  survey  finding*, 

2)  A detailed  deeoription  of  the  tablea  used 
in  this  report,  including  the  tablea  them- 
selves . 

In  most  oatiea,  analysis  of  the  survey  findings  was  presented  so 
as  \o  provide  a pioture  of  the  general  survey  findings,  and  then  to 
establish  points  of  similarities  and  diffezenoea  among  groups  and 
among  schools.  No  attempt  has  been  made  to  highlight  all  observed 
differences.  Attention  is  drawn  only  to  those  differences  whioh 
a)  were  statistically  significant!  and/or  b)  were  relatively  consis- 
tent in  comparisons  of  groups  and  sohools.  The  importance  of  the 
findings  were  judged  within  the  framework  of  the  nature  of  the  study 


itself 


I.  STUD2RT  CHARACTERISTICS 


A.  Student  Family  Baokaround 

What  ia  perhaps  Boat  striking  about  tha  comparison  of  family 
background  is  tbs  laok  of  aignlfioant  dlffaranoas  batwaan  ROTC  stu- 
dants  and  non- ROTC  students.  Whether  relating  place  of  raaldanoa 

a 

while  going  to  school,  Jobs  after  aohool,  or  any  of  several  indloea 
of  aooio-eoonoalo  status,  there  were  no  important  differenoee  with 
regard  to  membership  in  the  ROTC.  There  are  a number  of  important 
implioatione  of  these  findings. 

It  should  first  bs  noted  that  ROTC  doss  not  appear  to  be  a "olub 
sway  from  home"  for  those  not  living  with  their  families  while  they 
are  attending  oollege.  Neither  does  it  seam  likely  that  living  at 
home  inhibits  membership  in  the  ROTC.  This  finding  hints  at  the  pos- 
sible laok  of  family  lnfluenos  on  membership  in  the  ROTC. 

Another  important  implication  arises  from  the  laok  of  differenoee 
in  th-'  proportion  of  those  holding  part-time  Jobs  after  aohool.  It 
will  be  noted  later  in  this  report  that  one  of  the  most  frequently 
heard  complaints  about  the  ROTC  is  tho  amount  of  time  required  to 
give  to  it.  Whatever  the  amount  of  time  required  to  devote  to  the 
ROTC  oourse,  there  is  no  greater  tendenoy  for  non-ROTC  students  to 
work  after  aohool  than  for  ROTC  students.  In  this  respeot,  at  least, 
the  ROTC  does  not  appsar  to  be  a "luxury"  for  those  who  do  not  find 
it  neoeBsary  to  work  after  sohool.  Part-time  jobs  are  as  much  a part 
of  the  regimen  for  those  oarrying  ROTC  oourses  as  for  those  not  carry- 
ing them. 
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Finally,  there  is  no  underset imating  tho  foot  that  the  ROTC  at- 
traota  a crosa-neotlon  of  the  Boolo-eoonomlo  groups  attending  oollage. 
It  la  neither  a rich  boy’s  nor  poor  boy’s  club.  Whatever  other  differ- 
onoes  may  ooour  between  ROTC  sen  and  non-ROTC  men,  seleotlon  by  aen  of 
tho  ROTC,  and  eleotion  of  aen  by  the  ROTC  is  not  on  the  basis  of  faaily 
inooae  or  position. 


B.  The  Student  In  Colle/ra 

lien  In  the  Ad  van  3 ed  ROTC  tend  to  be  acre  actively  engaged  in  col- 
lege extra-currioular  aotivlties  than  aor.  not  in  the  ROTC,  In  addition 

to  having  proportionately  aore  of  their  iceabers  in  fraternities,  ROTC 
students  appear  to  be  engaged  in  a greater  number  of  activities  than 
non-RGTC  men.  At  the  same  time,  the  positions  held  in  oollege  organ- 
isations by  ROTC  men  are  aore  likely  to  be  positions  of  leadership 
than  those  held  by  men  not  enrolled  in  ROTC.  In  spite  of  this  grsat- 
er  rate  of  aotivity  outside  of  olass.  Advanced  ROTC  oadetr  aanage  to 
keep  their  grades  at  about  the  earns  level  as  their  non-ROTC  olassaates. 
Plans  for  graduate  training  appear  to  be  acre  ooaaon  among  aen  not  in 
the  ROTC. 

The  significance  for  the  ROTC  of  the  above  findings  s re  many  fold. 

First  in  spite  of  the  apprehension  of  aar.y  that  the  Advanced  ROTC  course 

takes  up  a good  deal  of  student,  tiae,  ROTC  oadets  oontinue  to  bs  active 
in  oampu*  aotivlties.  That  not  all  of  these  extra-ourrjftoular  activities 
are  ROTC-related  is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  cadets  are  more  likely 
than  non-ROTC  students  to  be  raesfoers  of  college  fraternities.  The  faot 
that  in  addition  to  this,  ROTC  aen  also  assumed,  positions  of  leadership 
in  the  college  organisations  to  whloh  they  belong  indicates  that  they 
devote  sore  tiae  to  these  activities  than  ic  usual  for  other  aembers. 


i 
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This  finding  dealing  with  the  aitcuut  of  time  devoted  to  extras 
ourricular  activities  by  ROTC  students,  ooupled  with  the  finding  in 
the  previous  section  whioh  indicted  that  men  in  the  Advanoed  Corps 
are  as  likely  to  hold  part-time  joes  ae  men  not  in  the  ROTC  raises 
some  doubts  as  to  the  pressure  of  time  created  by  aeaibership  in  the 
ROTC,  It  ia  clear  that  the  general  rate  of  activities  for  ROTC  stu- 
dentsmudt  be  higher  than  that  of  cthar  students.  That  their  grades 
do  not  suffer  from  this  is  evidenced  by  their  own  evaluation  of  their 
grades  in  ooeporieon  with  other  college  students,  Among  the  possible 
explanations  is  that  Advanoed  ROTC  students  do,  in  faot,  put  greater 
efforts  into  their  oollege  activities.  A second  explanation,  one 
whioh  o&nnot  yot  be  tested  by  this  data  in  Its  present  fora,  is  the 
possibility  that  Advanced  ROTC  students  do  not  tend  to  carry  oouraea 
requiring  the  amount  of  time  as  those  courses  carried  by  non- ROTC 
students.  This  then  would  allow  thea  sore  tine  for  Bore  activities 
and  greater  participation  in  these  activities  without  suffering  in 
their  oollege  grades. 

In  terms  of  the  kinds  of  students  going  into  the  Advanced  Corpf, 
the  ROTC  oadet  appears  to  bo  more  likely  than  non-ROTC  students  to 
hare  oharaoteristios  desirable  from  the  leadership  standpoint,  While 
there  are  no  differences  among  an;'  groups  in  high  school  leadership 
patterns,  there  are  differences  among  student  groups  when  they  are 

upperolasu  men  in  oollege.  There  ie  no  information  available  in  this 
study  whioh  ooujcI  reliably  point  to  causes  and  effects  betweun  oollege 
leadership  tnd  ;®erabership  in  the  HOTC, 
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(It  will  be  ween  later  in  this  report  that  one  of  the  major  attrac- 
tions of  the  Advanced  Corps  is  the  prospeot  of  learning  leadership.) 
The  question  of  which  oaae  first,  the  potential  leader  of  the  ROTC, 
aust  as  ye t remain  unanswered. 


With  respect  to  plans  for  advanoed  training  after  the  ooapletion 
cf  oollege,  It  is  possible  that  the  ooureee  being  taken  by  men  not  in 
the  ROTC  are  suoh  that  they  require  post-graduate  training  i.e. , law, 
■edioine,  advanoed  degrees  for  professional  advancement,  or  it  is  also 
possible  that  they  are  in  the  same  fields  but  wish  to  attain  goals 
different  froa  those  in  the  ROTC.  In  either  oase,  many  who  would  per- 
haps take  advantage  of  the  deferment  from  military  aervloe  offered 
by  the  ROTC  for  the  purpoee  of  taking  graduate  training  dc  not  attempt 
to  do  so.  However  this  data  doss  not  indloat#  how  many  of  these  are 
planning  on  solentifio  oarsers  oalling  for  graduate  eohool  careers, 
and  how  many  are  planning  on  professional  earners  suoh  as  the  field 
of  law.  It  is  also  likely  that  lnolud.ed  in  some  of  the  Dropout  and 
Never  Took  students  are  pre-medloal  and  aedioal  students  for  whoa 
thore  is  no  real  advantage  to  ROTC  aeaberslup  in  terns  of  obtaining 
a commission. 


C.  Some  Person 


!5I5i 
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The  few  personality  measures  used  in  this  study  lndloate  that, for 
those  measure!)  used,  sen  in  the  Advsnoe^  ROTC  are  more  likely  to  poses# 
characteristics  that  might  be  oonsidered  deel^fpble  from  the  Army's 
point  of  view  than  those  upperolaae  men  not  enrolled  In  the  Advanoed 
Corps • 


They  perceive  themselves  more  likely  to  assume  leadership  in  the  things 
they  do,  more  willing  to  give  orders,  and  more  willing  to  take  orders. 
In  this  respect,  there  is  perhaps  nothing  in  this  eeotion  that  eould 
not  easily  hare  keen  anticipated.  Attention  is  drawn,  however,  to 
two  findings  which  may  serve  as  lndioators  to  results  presented  later 
in  this  report.  First,  1b  the  finding  that  Baoio  HOTC  etudents  in 
voluntary  eohoole  do  appear  to  he  more  committed  to  military  proce- 
dures than  Never  Took  students  at  the  came  eohools,  and  second  that 
Advanced  Corps  oadets  in  sohoola  rated  aa  low  in  BOTC  enrollment  appear 
to  he  more  committed  than  Advanced  Corps  oadets  in  schools  rated  ae 
High.  These  items  point  to  some  important  differences  in  the  selec- 
tion of  oadets  in  different  colleges,  and  to  the  manner  of  student 
eeleotion  of  ROTC  on  a voluntary  haais. 


Thar*  is  marked  similarity  in  ths  oarssr  orient It ions  of  BOTC 
students  and  non-ROTC  students.  While  these  two  groups  way  differ 
in  a nuabar  of  other  attitudinala  areas,  it  is  nerertheless  true  that 
they  are  similar  in  those  values  which  are  of  importance  to  most  ool- 
lego  students* 

f!roa  the  point  of  view  of  membership  in  the  ROTC,  the  pattern  of 
student  aeleotlon  of  a major  subjoot  must  be  an  important  one.  Host 
students  appear  to  have  made  up  their  mind  at  the  time  of  the  survey 
to  major  in  something.  They  do  not  by  any  means,  however,  appear  to 
be  bcund  to  this  ohoioe.  The  ploture  of  nearly  half  the  upperolass 
man  in  some  oolleges  reporting  that  they  have  ohanged  their  major 
sino  > they  entered  oollegs  la  suffioient  evidence  of  this.  Tet,  it 
is  l.kely  that  the  ieoielon  to  take  ROTC,  Advanced  or  Basic  course, 
muhf  be  in  part  determined  by  the  college  students  intentions  for  his 
ma;<r  oouree  of  study.  Thus,  what  is  in  aany  oases  an  irrevocable  de- 
oitt.on  (the  ROTC  deoieion)  is  frequently  made  in  the  faoe  of  a rather 
ter  jous  choioe  of  a major  subjeot. 

In  terms  of  the  appeals  various  jobs  have  for  oollege  students, 
tii)  seourity  aspect  is  olearly  the  most  frequently  ohosen  of  the  ten 
pjee anted,  This  may  be  interpreted  in  th*  light  of  the  fact  that  in 
v me  eohools  more  than  a third  of  the  students  are  either  engaged  to 
e wried  or  already  married.  Plana  for  early  marriage  appear  to  be 
part  of  the  present-day  oollege  pattern. 
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Other  frequently-mentioned  important  ohoioes  euoh  as  the  ability  to 
nee  what  was  learned  In  o allege,  the  ability  to  work  with  people, 
and  the  opportunity  to  earn  a good  deal  of  money  any  also  be  algal- 
floant  In  terms  of  the  ohoioe  of  a career* 

Between  a third  and  half  of  all  the  students  studied  regarded  as 
"▼wry  important"  the  opportunity  to  be  of  service  to  the  nation  or 
ooMunity.  In  spite  of  what  may  be  a general  roluotance  to  admit  to 
"do  goodism"  and  "flag  waving",  the  oo&cept  of  service  is  evidently 
one  that  is  not  ignored  by  college  students*  The  lack  of  differences 
between  ROTC  students  and  non-ROTC  students  with  regard  to  this  item 
may  be  evidenoe  that  ROTC  is  not  neosssarily  regarded  aa  a form  of 
servloe  to  the  nation. 
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III.  THE  STUDEET  AID  THE  BRAIT 


A.  The  Llkllhood  of  Coin*  Into  Military  Servlet 

Most  college  men  assume  that  at  some  tlas  they  will  be  requir- 
ed to  apsnd  a period  of  tlas  on  active  military  duty.  In  spits  of 
soae  saall  nuabsrs  who  believe  they  will  not  serve  because  of  phy- 
sloal  reasons,  this  was  the  owes  among  both  ROTC  students  and  non- 
ROTC  students  alike. 

■ever  Took  students  in  the  voluntary  schools  are  no re  likely  to 
indioate  that  they  are  physioally  unfit  for  military  service  than  any 
of  the  other  groups.  It  is  possibls  that  these  students,  never  having 
had  oontaot  with  any  fora  of  Military  duty  are  likely  to  overestimate 
the  phyaioal  requirments  for  nilitary  servioe.  It  la  also  possible, 
however,  that  theee  are  the  aan,  who,  if  they  were  enrolled  in  a 
aohool  where  ROTC  was  oompuleory,  might  have  been  excused  frost  ROTC 
ooaplstely.  IT  will  bs  recalled  that  in  sohoola  where  ROTC  is  oo»- 
pulsory,  men  who  nevsr  took  ROTC  wars  not  studied. 

Competition  from  military  reserve  units  other  than  ROTC  is  not 
great.  In  some  oaaes,  ROTC  students  are  just  as  llksly  to  be  in  other 
reserve  units  as  non- ROTC  students.  Even  thoss  who  belong  to  suoh 
units  ss  the  national  Guard,  for  lnatanos,  do  not  neoessarlly  have  oom 
aisions  in  the  units  to  whlob  they  belong.  The  present  findings  do 
not  examine  the  cumulative  numbers  of  thoss  who  do  not  oor.sldar  them- 
selves phyoloally  fit  for  ailitary  servioe  and  those  in  acme  other 
military  reserve  unit.  Among  upper  olass  Hover  Took  students  in  High 
Volaraf,  it  is  possible  that  as  many  as  s third  of  this  group  is  in 
ths  "physioally  unfit"  or  "other  reserve"  category. 
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The  large  proportion  of  students  who  anticipated  going  into  mll- 
It ary  service  at  some  time  if  they  did  not  volmtteer  beforehand  oorro- 
boratee  what  is  known  about  general  expectations  of  going  into  servloe 
at  sons  time.  The  50-50  eplit  in  many  oases  on  expectations  of  going 
into  military  serrioe  within  one  year  after  oollage,  perhaps  beet  ill- 
ustrates the  uneronnese  of  present  draft  calls.  Conversations  with 
st idents  hare  revealed  a general  oonfuoion  on  expectations,  with  sows 
feelings  that  the  situation  varies  so  widely  from  one  selective  ser- 
vice bo*rd  to  another  ae  to  sake  expected  time  of  serrioe  almost  im- 
poasible  to  sstiaate. 

Student  estimates  of  the  prospeotive  length  of  their  aotive  mil- 
itary serrioe  If  they  were  called  up  direotly  after  oollege  revealed 
a .lumber  of  points.  First,  however,  soae  review  of  the  military  ser- 
vice system  may  be  in  order.  Among  BOTC  students,  particularly  in 
the  Advanoed  Corps,  it  la  probably  well  known  that  even  if  they  were 
to  apply  for  two  years  of  aotive  duty,  it  la  by  no  means  oertain  that 
they  will  reoelve  it.  While  quotas  vary,  there  is  not  the  opportunity 
for  all  etudsnts  in  the  Advanosd  Corps  to  go  on  aotive  duty  for  two 
yeare.  However,  sinoe  there  is  little  doubt  that  many  join  the  Ad- 
vanced ROTC  to  make  military  servloe  as  "painless”  as  possible,  it 
is  likely  that  for  many  the  six  month  servioe  period  is  preferred. 
Thus,  responses  to  the  question  on  expected  length  of  aotive  military 
service  for  Advanoed  ROTC  students  may  be  mads  in  the  light  of  not 
only  their  preference,  bit  also  in  the  light  of  the  existing  quotas 
for  two  yoar^offloera.  nevertheless,  it  is  of  considerable  interest 
that  it  is  the  Advanoed  Army  ROTC  student  who  expects  a shorter  per- 
iod of  military  servloe  than  the  non-ROTC  student. 
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Advanced  Army  ROTC  students  vara  considerably  more  likely  than  others 
to  expect  to  t pend  aiz  aontha  rather  than  two  years*  In  ooat  aohoola, 
howarer , Advanced  Arty  students  tended  to  anticipate  two  yeare  rather 
than  six  months  select Ire  duty. 

A final  word  should  be  added  on  High  Volar,  a unique  school  in 
our  sample.  The  ROTC  program  at  this  college  la  exceedingly  success- 
ful In  terms  of  the  number  of  students  who  enter  and  she  receive  oom- 
issiona.  It  has  been  observed  elsewhere  that  this  school  (as  well  as 
other  school o high  in  ROTC  enrollment)  enrolls  many  men  in  the  Advanced 
ROTC  who  are  not  deeply  ooamltted  to  the  Army*  Material  to  this  is  the 
finding  that  this  sohool  is  the  only  one  where  Advanoed  ROTC  cadets 
aro  more  likely  to  anticipate  six  months  rather  than  two  years  of  act- 
ive military  duty.  It  Is  possible  that  Him  Volar  represents  an  ex- 
treme exauplm  of  the  effeote  of  high  ROTC  enrollment,  wherein  nen 
join  the  ROTC  in  order  to  assure  themselves  the  easiest  form  of  mil- 
itary servioe,  and  seek  to  give  a minimum  of  their  time  to  military 
servioe.  This  point  will  be  examined  again  in  the  sections  following 
dealing  with  attitudes  toward  military  servioe  end  attitudes  toward 
the  ROTC. 

B*  Attitudes  Toward  the  Draft 

In  comparison  with  ROTC  studento,  non-ROTC  students  are  lees  well 
Informed  about  selective  service  regulations,  and  are  considerably 
more  opposed  to  the  draft  on  many  dimensions*  In  this  area  are  some 
of  the  sharpest  differences  between  the  two  groups* 
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The  phenomenon  cf  non-ROTC  students  professing:  to  keep  up  with 
selective  eer/ice  regulations,  and  then  demon atrating  less  knowledge 
shout  those  regulations  in  comparison  with  HOTC  students  sty  in  fsot 
he  a form  of  "ostrich-like"  "behavior,  Questions  on  attitudes  toward 
tho  draft  consist anly  establish  that  the  thought  of  will tar?  service 
Is  distssoful  to  many  not  in  the  ROTC.  lit  large  part,  the?  seas  to 
represent  a group  willing  to  have  as  little  as  possible  to  do  with 
any  contact  with  the  military  progress,  JTot  ^nly  do  they  avoid  the 
BOTC,  they  even  r.egleat  to  learn  about  those  things  whioh  may  effeot 
their  future  in  military  servioe.  In  this  oonneotion,  non-ROTC  stu- 
dents in  a member  of  oases,  were  significantly  more  likely  than  HOTC 
students  to  believe  that  time  spent  in  the  ROTC  counted  toward  their 
over-all  tine  in  the  military  reserve. 

Accompanying  this  relative  aversion  to  the  military  on  the  part 
of  non-ROTC  ie  the  finding  that  while  their  draft  information  level 
may  be  relatively  low,  their  draft  worry  level  is  relatively  high. 
This  fear  of  the  draft  appeals  to  impely^  non-ROTC  to  believe  that 
there  is  something  wrong  with  the  present  draft  system.  That  they 
would  mind  leas  than  ROTC  students  being  left  out  of  the  dsoft  al- 
together is  quite  evident  from  the  findings  of  two  questions  present- 
ed here. 

Although  in  general  non* ROTC  students  ore  lees  pleased about  the 
possibility  of  the  draft  than  are  ROTC  students,  it  is  evident  that 
man-'  men  sharing  these;  attitudes  do  in  fact  Join  the  ROTC,  A pattern 
ooe  <rved  in  previous  sections  io  even  more  manifest  here. 
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That  is,  In  eohoole  where  BCTC  enrollment  la  high,  the  attitudes  of 
the  men  In  the  Advanood  Army  ROTO  are  more  like  those  of  non-ROTC 
students  than  in  sohools  where  ROTC  enrollment  is  lev.  This  Is  part- 
icularly true  in  the  oarparlsons  of  sohools  where  ROTC  is  voluntary. 

What  appears  to  be  happening  la  that  the  ROTC  in  high  enrollment 
schools  is  recruiting  men  who,  while  not  generally  sharing  the  values 
of  othsrs  who  find  military  service  more  appealing,  nevertheless  era 
willing  to  belong  to  the  ROTC.  It  is  perhaps  not  too  speculative  to 
suggest  that  for  these  sen  the  appeal  lo  not  military  service  itself, 
but  a preferred  form  of  military  servioe. 

C,  Attitudoe  Toward  Military  Service  In  General 

Even  groups  of  students  who  are  evidently  reluotant  to  he  in  mil- 
itary service  egree  on  some  of  the  advantages  of  military  servioe.  They 
tend  to  agree  generally  that  military  service  Is  not  a waste  of  time, 
that  it  will  probably  be  good  for  them  in  some  ways,  that  It  offers  new 
experiences,  and  also  (though  le  i ao)  that  It  is  educational.  Comparsd 
with  certain  positive  pulls  Area  civilian  Ufa,  howsvsr,  military  ser- 
vioe is  not  so  highly  regarded,  host  non- ROTC  students  would  not  agree 
that  they  haws  little  to  loss  by  going  into  sarvios,  or  that  the  mil- 
itary servioe  gives  a man  a chance  to  show  what  ha  can  do.  lelthsr  do 
they  feel  confident  that  thay  will  not  loac  opportunities  they  might 
otherwise  gain  by  not  having  to  go  into  military  servios. 

What  is  perhaps  crucial  on  this  point  is  that  for  most  of  the  itama 
oovered  here,  there  is  lesa  oritioism  of  military  osrrioa  (exoopt  with 
regard  to  the  "ohanoo  to  show  what  a man  can  do")  than  thera  la  a deeire 
to  take  advguitage  of  civilian  opportunities. 
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Military  service  ie  not  regarded  as  a wasted  period  of  one’s  life. 

Instead,  even  groups  otherwise  hoping  to  avoid  Military  service  find 
in  It  some  advantages.  This  is  perhaps  an  area  for  future  research, 
l.e. , the  relative  strength  of  pushes  and  pulls  between  Military  and 
elvillan  life  for  young  aen  in  oollege. 

Do  Attitudes  Toward  the  Arsor 

There  is  a Marked  tendency  among  the  oollege  nen  studied  here  to  take 
an  optlaistlo  view  of  the  future  of  a oollege  draftee  in  the  Aray.  A 
remark able  number  of  them  believe  that  they  would  have  a good  ohanoe 
for  Officers  Candfchte  School  even  if  they  were  drafted  for  two  years 
(the  length  of  time  most  non-ROTC  students  expeot  to  be  in  the  Army). 

Also,  oontrary  to  the  many  faoetlous  stereotypes  oreated  over  the  years 
of  Aray  placement  of  nen,  a Majority  of  all  student  groups  studied  be- 
lieved that,  is  they  wont  into  the  Aray  they  would  get  the  branoh  of 
their  oholoe. 

While  the  above  mentioned  findings  may  indicate  a favorable  view 
toward  the  Army's  system  of  personnel  plaoement,  it  atrays  from  real- 
ity, at  least  with  respeot  to  the  liklihood  of  going  to  OCS.  It  is 
generally  agreed  that  ohanoea  of  even  oollege-tralned  men  of  going  to 
OCS  is  exceedingly  small.  With  regard  to  this  belief,  it  would  be  well 
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worth  investigating  to  determine  whether  failure  to  take  four  years  of 
HOTC  training  might  be  asoribed  to  the  belief  that  ROTC  training  is  quits 
unnecessary  to  obtaining  a commission. 
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That  there  la  no  strong  feeling  against  the  Aray  aa  ooapared  with 
the  other  aerrloee  la  evidenced  by  the  reaponae  patterns  to  the  Agree- 
D1  eagree  queatlone  uaed  In  thla  atudy.  The  virtue  of  military  dlaoip- 
llne  aa  useful  In  later  Ufa  is  agreed  on  by  a majority  of  all  stu- 
dents. (It  will  be  eeen  later  In  this  report  that  the  ability  to  learn 
discipline  is  one  of  the  aajor  attractions  of  ROTC  training.)  The  A twj 
as  "a  place  to  grow  up"  is  also  well  regajAd  by  aoat.  Briefly  then, 
among  the  aajor  attractions  of  Arsy  life  as  eeen  by  most  students  is 
the  ability  to  use  the  training  for  future  life  as  perceived  by  the 
aen  studied. 

Other  considerations  of  Amy  life  in  ooaparlson  with  life  in  the 
other  services  indicate  no  true  ooaaunity  of  feeling.  The  high  propor- 
tion of  "Don't  know"  responses  to  iteas  dealing  with  suoh  toples  as  ths 
prestige  of  Aray  aen,  life  in  ths  Amy,  end  the  chances  of  beooalng  a 
wartime  oasualty  in  the  Aray,  probably  lndioate  that  theaa  are  either 
toploe  to  whioh  not  auoh  thought  is  given,  or  that  they  are  oonsldsrw- 
tions  on  which  there  is  not  snob  difference  in  the  ohoioee.  Previous 
studies  on  the  signifioanoe  of  "Don't  know"  responses  would  lndioate 
that,  considering  the  high  rate  of  suoh  responses,  and  the  near  50-50 
distribution  of  responses  among  those  answering  Agreo  or  Disagree, 

■any  of  the  respondents  do  not  see  auoh  difference  between  the  servloes 
with  regard  to  the  topios  covered.  This,  ooupled  with  the  belief  that 
Aray  ooaniesione  are  easily  obtainable  for  oolite  aen  may  provide  part 
of  the  answer  to  the  question  of  why  nany  do  not  ooaplste  Aray  ROTC 
training. 
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'■-«  The  Hole  of  the  Army  and  Future  War f tire 

Wh\ie  mort  students  agree  that  thero  will  be  a war  within  ten 
years,  they  are  acre-  likely  to  expoot  nuch  a wax  to  be  on  the  ooale 
of  the  Korean  War  rather  th&n  World  Wat  II.  The  few  differences  vhioh 
did  appear  between  RPTC  and  non~ROTC  groupo  did  not  indicate  that  this 
was  ar  in-portent  consideration  in  the  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  to 
join  the  A ray  R07C. 

It  i“  difficult  to  *aaeeb  the  eignifloanoe  of  the  general  belief 
that  the  Aragr1 fa  importance  has  diminished  ae  a retult  of  new  develop- 
ments in  warfare.  The  differences  betweon  ROTC  and  non— ROTC  students 
on  this  j .6*  do  rot  neooGsarily  indioete  that  thin  is  a faotor  in 
joining  the  Aray  ROTC,  Since-  Axay  Dropouts  are  as  likely  to  as  men 
wlo  revsi-  took  BOTC  training  to  beliovo  the  t«ny  is  lees  important,  it 
oannot  be  implied  that  ROTC  training  reoultc  in  the  belief  in  the  in- 
creased importance  of  the  krw&.  In  the  absenoo  of  Information  indica- 
ting how  ouch  of  & role  these  men  would  want  to  play  in  the  event  of 
another  war,  the  results  of  these  findings  must  remain  speculative. 


The  ROTC  as  a part  of  American  oollageg  is  accepted  by  most  stu- 
dents in  and  out  of  the  ROTC.  While  the  majority  of  students  (other 
than  those  In  the  Advanced  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC)  did  not  favor  oo»> 
puisory  ROTC  training  for  two  years,  there  *e.B  nevertheless  the  feel- 
ing that  there  should  be  ROTC  in  oolleg^j,  at  least  on  a voluntary 
bails. 

The  value  in  military  service  of  four  yeare  of  Amy  or  Air  Fbroo 
ROTC  training  is  doubted  by  few.  Often  as  many  as  a third  of  those 
not  in  the  ROTC  agreed  that  such  training  helped  "a  great  deal"  in 
military  aervioe,  with  most  of  the  remainder  agreeing  that  it  helped 
at  least  a little.  There  were  considerably  fewer  agreeing  to  the  use- 
fulness of  two  years  of  ROTC  training. 

Finially,  the  decision  to  take  Advanced  Army  ROTC  does  not  appear 
to  be  regretted  by  the  »en  in  the  Advanced  Corps,  nor  is  it  regarded  as 
a ooor  decision  for  those  who  did  not  ohoose  four  years  of  Arwy  ROTC,* 
Among  those  not  in  the  Artay  ROTC,  responses  probably  indicate  gen- 
eral laok  of  interest  of  tha  need  for  a decision  about  the  Advanced 
ROTC.  Most  of  the  rcsponcea  of  those  not  in  the  ROTC  were  in  the  neu- 
tral s&tegory  ("Eats  tsade  neither  a wise  nor  foolish  choice")  or  in  the 
"low’t  know"  oetego*T»  In  any  oaae,  there  is  very  little  disapproval 
of  another  amn',s  decision  to  ohoose  an  Arioy  commission  through  the  80TC» 
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B-  Attitudes  Toward  the  ROTC  on  Campus 


Attitudes  toward  the  ROTC  in  the  oolite  they  are  attending  varies 
according  to  the  ROTC  status  of  those  expressing  opinions*  Tot  the 
most  part,  men  in  the  army  ROTC  look  favorably  upon  the  prasenoe  of 
their  unit  at  the  oollege  they  are  attending.  Also,  there  is  no  evi- 
dence of  strong  anti-P.OTC  sentiment  among  men  not  enrolled  in  the  ROTC. 
An  ROTC  unit  at  their  own  oollege  is  aoeepted  by  most  students.  Even 
where  there  are  aany  who  do  not  feel  special  pride  in  this  unit,  the 
attitude  prevailing  is  one  of  indifferent  aooeptence  rather  than  re- 
jection. 

Statements  as  to  the  advioe  they  would  give  a younger  brother  on 
whether  or  not  he  should  join  the  RCIo  indicate  that  most  iidvanoed  Army 
students  would  suggest  a younger  brother  join  the  *rsy  ROTC.  At  the 
sane  time,  however,  often  as  many  as  half  the  Army  dropouts  report  that 
they  would  specifically  reoossiend  against  a younger  brother  joining  the 
Army  ROTC  at  their  oollego.  Never  Took  students  are  often  even  more 
likely  to  recommend  againBt  the  kr-vj  ROTC.  In  short,  while  thoae  in  the 
Army  ROTC  do  not  appear  to  regret  their  decision  to  join,  neither  do 
those  not  in  the  ROTC  appear  to  regret  their  decision  not  to  join. 
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V,»  ATTITUDES  TOUARD  THE  HOTC  OF  MSB  HEOLLSD  IE  THE  PIOORAM 


»ic  and  Advanced  Cadets'  Attitude  I'OTftrd  ROTC 


There  are  several  significant  points  about  the  relationship  of 
attitudes  toward  the  ROTC  to  the  kind  of  ROTC  operated.  First,  there 
ie  evidence  that  satisfaction  with  the  ROTC  is  related  not  only  to  the 
e oapul b ory- vo lunt ary  nature  of  the  sohools,  but  to  the  question  of 
ohoios  of  ROTC  unit  as  well.  Partial  evidence  of  this  ie  the  f&ot  that 
Basic  Air  Fbroe  students  at  the  cospulsory  colleges,  while  considerably 
store  likely  to  wish  to  drogiput  of  the  progras  than  those  at  the  volun- 
tary oolleges,  nevertheless  are  no  rx>re  likely  to  express  regret  at  the 
fact  that  they  are  in  the  Air  Forae  ROTC.  Siatilarly,  Basic  Arty  Stu- 
dei  ts  at  the  ooapuxeory  colleges  with  Air  Force  units  are  about  as  likely 

to  report  no  regrets  about  being  in  tk3  EOTC  as  those  in  the  schools  where 
ROTC  is  voluntary,  but  where  there  ie  on5.y  an  Army  unit. 

The  ffcot  that  many  of  those  in  colleges  without  Air  Faroe  ROTC  units 
report  that  they  would  have  preferred  the  Air  Ferae  ROTC,  perhaps  &e*on- 
stjates  a filtering-down  pro.jeee  with  regard  to  s el  f-s  elect  ion  in  the 
ROTC,  Clearly,  those  with  tbs  greatect  shales  axe  those  who  say  oho  so 
ROIC  or  reject  it.  Those  in  our  saraple  rith  the  least  ahoi.ee  are  those 
whi  were  required  to  tali©  Aray  ROW,  in  the  absence  of  an  Air  Force  unit. 
Tht  s , in  the  Basic  fdruy  ROTC  at  the  Coupar  schools  are  :sen  who  would 

have  wanted  to  belong  to  any  ROTC,  nan  who  aight  have  preferred  the  Air 
Force  ROTC,  as  well  as  those  <?ho  would  have  taken  Aray  ROTC  training  by 

their  own  choice.  At  the  Vclaraf  eohoola.  non  in  the  Basie  ROTO  have 
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bo«n  through  two  oho to ob,  and  are  probably  oorc  likely  to  have  settled 
upon  tholr  own  oholoe. 

In  spite  of  the  faot  that  preference  for  one's  own  ROTC  unit  may  he 
indicated  by  the  oholoes  made  available,  there  is  no  ervidenoe  froa  the 
previous  seotions  that  this  Materially  fcffeots  attitudes  toward  the 
ROTCo  It  Is  more  likely  that  the  decisions  made  about  the  ROTC  are 

4 

more  related  to  the  oholoes  on  hand  than  to  the  oholoes  that  one  might 
have  made  at  another  college.,  Thus,  while  on  Advanced  Army  HOTC  stu- 
dent enrolled  at  a school  with  only  an  Army  milt  may  feel  that  he 
would  have  preferred  the  Air  Force,  he  did  not  reject  the  idvanoed 
program  because  it  was  not  the  servlos  of  his  choice.  Some  small  evi- 
dence of  this  lies  in  the  faot  that  relatively  fear  of  the  Army  Drop- 
outs at  schools  with  ROTC  programs,  believed  that  they  would  have 
taken  Advanced  ROTC  had  they  originally  enrolled  in  the  Air  Force 
rather  than  the  Army  ROTC.  It  is  too  muoh  to  speculate  on  what  might 
have  been  done  by  Army  Dropouts  with  regard  to  the  Advanced  ROTC,  who 
were  enrolled  in  sohools  with  only  Army  ROTC  units.  Thus  far,  the  evi- 
dence points  to  the  llklihood  that  students  ohoose  among  the  alter- 
natives presented  to  them  rather  than  on  the  basis  of  hypothstioal 
oholoes. 

Bo  The  Reputation  of  ths  ROTC  as  a Course  of  Study 

The  reputation  of  the  ROTC  as  an  "easy  oourse"  compared  with  most 
othor  oollego  courses  apparently  prevails  in  all  ths  sohools  in  which 
this  study  waci  done.  In  spite  of  this,  however,  there  are  not  many 
anywhere  who  believe  that  there  is  nothing  useful  to  be  derived  from 
Army  ROT*  training. 


It  is  evident  that  the  compulsory- voluntary  nature  of  colleges 
plays  a considerable  role  In  how  students  view  the  oourse.  Crltioli 
of  the  ROTC  as  a oourse  are  aore  numerous  where  ROTC  is  oompuleory. 
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This  is  true  of  both  Ara gr  and  Air  Poroe  HOTC  training*  It  ia  likely  that 
wherever  resentment e are  felt  by  those  required  to  take  the  oourse  who 
sight  otherwise  have  not,  spreads  over  into  a eritlolsa  of  the  oourse 
oUrrioulasas  well  as  to  the  general  nature  of  the  ROTC  program. 

In  the  voluntary  sohools,  Army  ROTC  students  in  the  eohools  with 
high  enrollment  tended  aore  than  those  in  sohools  in  the  low  enrol laent 
to  eonaider  the  ROTC  as  an  easy  oourse.  It  is  possible  that  one  of  the 
ways  in  wtaioh  HOTC  is  made  aore  attractive  for  soae  is  to  provide  a 
oourse  that  is  relatively  easy.  Inforaation  available  here,  however, 
does  not  indicate  whether  or  not  the  perceived  ease  of  ROTC  oouraes  also 
serves  to  repel  other  students* 


In  the  subject  matter  oovered  by  the  questions  dealing  with  specific 
parts  of  the  Army  ROTC  program,  the  aost  frequently  expressed  ooaphints 
deal  with  the  amount  of  leadership  training  given,  the  amount  of  oloss 

’•  : ■ i 

order  drill,  and  dissatisfaotion  with  the  Basie  Araqr  ROTC  uniforms.  In 


addition,  about  a third  of  the  Army  HOTC  students  express  the  opinion 
that  the  instruction  they  reoelved  in  their  HOTC  oourses  is  not  as  good 
as  that  reoelved  in  their  other  oourses.  Only  a very  few  in  any  of  the 
sohoo^  studied  believed  ROTC  instruction  was  better  than  that  given  in 


other  oourses. 
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From  these  findings  it  is  at  this  point  diffioult  to  tssesB 
the  significance  of  these  attitudes  with  recard  to  intentions  for 
future  enrollment  in  the  Advanoed  Corps,  l'any  of  the  dissatisfao- 
tlona  expressed  about  the  BOTC  as  a oourse  of  study  may  be  oomaon 
to  eourses  other  than  Military  Science.  Further,  there  ia  some  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the-appesl  of  the  Army  BOTC  lies  in  the 
courses  of  study  itself,  or  is  the  end  result  of  th?  oourse  of  study- 
an  Army  ooaadaalon. 

BOTC  training  is  for  no  student  a major  sub j wot,  but  rather  one 
of  several  minor  subjects*  It  is  possible  that  its  attraction  for 
many  lies  in  the  ability  to  obtain  an  Army  commission  at  no  oost  to 
themselves  in  terms  of  efforts  that  they  might  otherwise  devote  to 
other  subjects. 


i 
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VI.  THE  DECISION  TO  JOH  THE  BASIC  BOTC 

A.  Thought  Qlven  to  the  Decision  a.td  Sourocc  of  Inf  oration 

The  olearest  finding  regarding  the  role  of  different  sources  of 
inforaatlon  about  the  HOTC  la  that  where  acre  students  receive  Material 
telling  them  about  the  Aray  ROTC  before  arriving  in  college y enroll- 
sent  in  the  ROTC  is  higher*  In  eaoh  ©caparison  of  pairs  of  schools 
where  students  had  a deolsion  to  sake  about  the  HOTC,  the  greater  the 
proportion  of  students  reached  by  the  A ray  ROTC  beforehand,  the  greater 
the  number  who  join  the  Aray  ROTC. 

Of  considerable  significance  is  the  relatively  large  nuaber  of 
students  reporting  that  they  had  given  no  thought  to  joining  the  ROTC 
prior  to  coaling  to  oollege.  Per  those  in  the  voluntary  sohoole  in  part- 
icular, the  ROTC  decision  is  probably  the  one  irrevooable  deolsion  they 
mist  aako  in  their  early  days  of  college.  The  decision  not  to  join  oan- 
not  bo  changed  later  on  (although  it  will  be  seen  that  few  lever  Took 
students  report  regretting  this  deolsion).  Tet,  as  many  as  half  tha 
lever  Took  students  report  having  given  ROTC  no  thought.  The  fact  that 
lower  olass  lever  Took  students  are  less  likely  to  report  that  they  had 
given  no  thought  to  joining  the  ROTC  than  upper  olaae  Hever  Took  stu- 
dents say  reflect  inoreasod  interest  in  the  prograa,  or  at  least  in- 
creased familiarity  through  materials  sent  to  college  freshaan. 

Inforaatlon  on  the  role  of  eollege  friends  in  the  ROTC  deolsion  la 
inconclusive.  There  is  soae  evidence  - hut  only  in  seme  colleges  - to 
indlonte  that  in  the  absence  of  written  aaterials  sent  froa  the  oollege, 
greater  reliance  is  aade  upon  personal  contacts  for  inforaatlon  about  the 
ROTC  before  entering  oollege. 
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The  only  oonslstent  finding  on  the  time  of  decision  about  the 
ROTC  la  that  deoielona  are  more  likely  to  be  made  before  entering  ool- 
lege  by  men  in  the  voluntary  sohoole  than  by  those  in  the  ooapulsory 
schools,  Differences  on  ths  tlae  of  deoiaion  within  sohools  did  not 

I 

necessarily  indicate  a greeter  liklihood  for  those  who  join  the  ROTC 

I 

to  make  up  their  minda  about  this  deoiaion  sooner  than  those  who  did 
not  Join  the  ROTC. 

B.  Parental  Influence 

Parental  advioe  to  students  about  joining  the  ROTC  is  strongly 
related  to  membership  in  the  ROTC.  The  liklihood  of  holding  such  dis- 
cussions with  parents  is  related  to  ths  nature  of  the  ROTC  at  the  ool- 
ite attended,  and  to  the  kinds  of  decisions  to  be  made.  Students  In 
voluntary  colleges  who  had  ever  belonged  to  the  ROTC,  eithe-  paat  or 
preoent,  were  sore  likely  to  have  had  dissuasions  with  their  parents 
a jout  the  ROTC  than  were  students  at  the  ooapulsory  sohools.  In  addi- 
tion, where  there  was  a ohoioe  to  bs  made  between  Army  and  Air  Foroe 
ROTC,  there  was  greater  liklihood  of  having  diaousaed  this  deoiaion 
with  one's  parents.  Thus,  students  who  had  ever  been  in  the  ROTC  at 
Volaraf  wore  moat  likely  to  have  disoussed  the  ROTC  with  their  parents, 
those  at  Volar  next  most  likely,  followed  by  those  at  Comparaf,  and 
lastly,  those  at  Compar  where  only  about  40  peroent  or  leas  disoussed 
the  ROTC  with  their  parents  before  entering  oollegs. 

Within  sohools,  upper  olass  student e at  voluntary  sohools  who  never 
took  ROTC  training  were  least  likely  to  have  disoussed  the  ROTC  with 
their  parents.  In  most  oases,  Advanced  Army  students  were  more  likoly 
than  Dropouts  to  have  disouaaod  the  ROTC  with  their  parents,  but  these 
difference  were  not  always  consistent  r 
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While  a Majority  of  oust  of  the  students  In  all  of  the  schools 
studied  reported  that  their  parents  knee  at  least  something  about  the 
BOTC,  there  was  no  relationship  between  parental  knowledge  and  likll- 
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hood  of  joining  the  BOTC,  ' 

Parental  advice  about  joining  the  BOTC  was  sore  likely  to  be  offer- 
ed in  schools  where  BOTC  is  voluntary  than  where  BOTC  is  oompulsory. 

Although  in  the  majority  of  oases  parente  offered  no  advice  about  join- 
ing the  BOTC  where  suoh  advice  wae  offered,  the  students'  decisions 
were  in  agreement  with  their  parents'  advice.  Thus,  Any  BOTC  students, 

Baalo  and  Advanced,  were  more  likely  than  those  not  in  the  Aray  ROTC 
to  have  been  advised  to  join  the  Aray  BOTC,  or  to  join  either  Aray 
or  Air  Force  BOTC. 


C«  Courses  and  Credits 

There  is  considerable  variation  among  oollegee  and  within  colleges 
an  the  number  of  oredits  reoeived  for  BOTC  training.  In  addition,  many 
students  are  required  to  take  extra  credit a toward  graduation  as  a re- 
sult of  "using  up"  eleotive  oredits  by  teking  Military  Soienoe  or  Air 
Soienoe.  In  all  oomp&risons  between  sohools,  expeot  for  Ccmpar,  Ad- 
vanced ROT-:  students  in  sohools  with  low  ROTC  enrollment  were  more 
likely  than  those  in  schools  with  high  BOTC  enrollment  to  report  that 
they  are  required  to  take  extra  oredits  toward  graduation  as  a result 
of  taking  80TC  training.  In  ths  voluntary  sohools,  Advanoed  students 
were  more  likely  to  have  been  required  to  take  physical  eduostion  if 
they  had  not  taken  BOTC  in  the  "high"  sohoole  than  in  the  "low"sohools  . 


I 
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these  differences  in  the  credit  situation  between  "nigh"  and 
"low"  schools  point  to  a system  of  recruitment  for  the  BOTC  that  goes 
beyond  the  attitudes  of  participating  Tarsus  non-participating  stu- 
dents. It  la  evident  that  at  aoaie  schools  greater  inducement  to  join 
the  BOTC  la  provided  by  the  administration  than  at  other  sohoola. 

There  la  no  doubt  that  tangible  reward  has  its  effeot  on  BOTC  enroll- 
ment. 

P.-  Tte  Influence  pf  Other,  Students  and  of  ./>ottl.ty_l|e^erj..in  tfte 
BOTC  Deoislon 

There  is  considerable  evidence  that  when  the  entering  freshmen 
decides  upon  what  he  will  do  about  the  BOTC,  he  is  influenced  by  dis- 
cussions with  both  other  freshmen  and  upper  olaas  students.  A rela- 
tionship was  found  between  the  proportion  of  students  in  a school  re- 
porting they  had  had  dlsouaalons  about  the  BOTC  with  other  freshmen  at 
the  time  they  entered  college,  and  the  relative  suoosss  of  the  Army 
BOTC  program.  Asked  what  other  freshmen  ware  planning  to  do  about  the 
BOTC,  students  who  Joined  either  the  Army  or  the  Air  Fbroe  ROTC  tend- 
ed to  report  that  the  others  ware  planning  to  join  the  muss  BOTC  unit 
as  they  were. 

Disoussing  the  BOTC  is  a dynamics  prooesa.  Students  may  in  feet 
be  making  their  minds  up  in  groups,  or  there  may  be  a ealeotion  of 
friends  on  the  same  basic  s'?  which  the  selection  (or  rejeotion)  of 
BOTC  is  aado.  Or  finally,  these  responses  may  be  inacoureto,  reflect- 
ing only  the  students  peroeptlon  at  the  time  ho  completed  the  question- 
naire, oolored  by  his  college  experiences  subsequent  to  his  earliest 
oollege  days. 
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All  of  these  considerations  my  be  operating,  and  it  would  be  a aost 
fruitful  area  fox-  future  research  on  this  subject  If  they  oould  be 
separated  from  saoh  other. 

The  impact  of  the  upper  class  students  aa  reported  by  ROTC  stu- 
dents  appears  to  be  important  to  the  ROTC  deolslon.  Students  enrolled 
in  the  ROTC  at  any  time  are  evidently  more  likely  to  hare  encountered 
during  the  time  they  were  deciding  upper  class  students  who  advised 
theu  to  Join  the  Army  ROTC.  The  present  study  does  not  describe  the 
nature  of  this  contact,  but  one  oan  feel  sure  that  the  novioe  fresh- 
»an  does  plaoe  considerable  atook  in  the  advioe  offered  by  any  upper 
olass  student  deigning  to  speak  to  a freshman  long  enough  to  give  advioe. 

The  role  of  the  faculty  advisor  in  the  ROTC  decision  appears  to  al~ 
Boat  non-ecletent  in  aost  oases.  Often  as  many  as  90  percent  of  the 
students  report  that  they  never  discussed  the  ROTC  with  their  faoulty 
advisor  at  the  tiae  they  were  Baking  a ohoioe.  Finally,  in  the  de- 
eiro  for  information  about  the  ROTC  in  one's  early  days,  it  is  those 
who  are  already  most  interested  and  aost  informed  who  express  the  de- 
sire to  have  eves  more  information. 

S.  ROTC  Without  Compulsion  of  the  Draft 

Even  without  the  requirement  of  taking  ROTC  in  the  compulsory 
schools,  and  without  the  draft,  there  are  evidently  large  numbers  of 
college  men  who  would  have  volunteered  for  ROTC  training.  About  one- 
fourth  of  the  men  now  in  the  Advanced  Army  Corps  in  the  compulsory 
colleges  report  that  they  would  have  taken  ROTC  training  without  these 
compulsions,  and  between  one-third  and  one-half  of  the  Advanoed  Army 
student b in  the  voluntary  eohools  would  have  taken  ROTC  without  the  draft. 
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Air  Tvto#  r>tudents,  particularly  in  .he  voluntary  schools,  appear  to 
be  acre  willing  to  take  ROTC  training  without  the  preaeure  of  the 
draft  than  are  Arwy  students* 

There  are  significant  differences  between  the  "high" and  "low” 
voluntary  eohoole.  In  the  "law"  voluntary  schools,  there  are  evi- 
dently sore  aen  who  would  have  taken  ROTC  training  in  any  case.  It 
has  been  observed  before  that  aore  Advanced  Aray  students  in  the  "low" 
sobrols  appear  to  be  ooaoitted  to  the  ROTC  and  to  the  Army  than  in  the 
"hi/’h"  schools.  These  findings  provide  additional  evidence  of  this. 

The  dlfferenoe  in  the  ROTC  from  college  to  college*  appears  to  aot 
as  & "filtering  process''  for  the  adaieelon  of  students  to  the  Advanced 
Array  Corps.  It  la  likely  that  the  required  feature  of  the  ROTC!  brings 
som*  aen  into  the  Advanced  Corps  who  wight  otherwise  not  have  joined 
the  ROTC  at  all.  In  addition,  as  this  is  espeoially  evident  at  the 
voluntary  schools,  the  added  lnduoeaente  to  join  the  ROTC  (extra  credits  , 
"social  aooeptanoe"  in  schools  where  ROTC  is  popular,  information  to 
parents  and  students  prior  to  entry  into  oollsge,eto. ) bring  Into  the 
Adve.no ed  Corps  leae-ao  ;ivated  students  who,  without  these  inducements 
might  otherviee  have  rojeoted  the  ROTC.  Advanced  ROTC  students  in  the  "law" 
voluntary  oahoolo,  on  the  other  hand,  join  In  spite  of  the  obstacles 
of  roro  graduate  requirements;,  and  in  theoe  schools  the  Advanced  Corps 
attracts  largely  the  more' soot ivated  student.  The  questions  on  the  draft 
point  to  the  results  of  eon*  important  differences  in  eofcool  adminis- 
trative procedures  in  Attract  ng  ROTC  students. 
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f,  Reasons  for  Joining  the  Baslo  8QTC  In  Voluntary  Schools 

J 

The  reasons  for  joining  the  Basic  HOTC  Beet  frequently  Mentioned 
as  inportant  for  nearly  all  groups  studied  generally  fall  into  four 
oategorieei 

1-  The  desire  to  he  an  of floor. 

2-  The  deeira  to  learn  h aw  to  handle  ®en. 

3-  The  desire  to  learn  discipline. 

4-  The  o&a^  of  planning  for  the  future. 

Aston,?  Eropouts  students,  there  are  also  aany  who  report  as  im- 
portant considerations  their  intention  of  "trying  out"  the  HOTC  to 
see  whether  or  not  they  would  like  it.  IM.der.tly,  suny  gave  it  this 
try  and  found  the  HOTC  wanting  in  eoae  respect. 

Mfferenoes  between  the  Aray  and  the  Air  force  in  their  reasons 
appear  to  he  related  more  to  differences  between  the  two  services  than 
to  particular  failings  of  one  or  the  other  service.  Air  Force  students 
tend  to  indicate  a desire  for  the  things  the  Air  Foroe  has  to  offer, 
naaoiy  the  opportunity  to  fly.  In  spite  of  the  Amy's  flight  train- 
ing prograa,  it  is  evident  that  flying  retains  primarily  an  Air  Foroe 
function,  and  it  is  for  this  that  Air  Pores  ROTC  students  are  join- 
ing this  branch. 
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Vila  THE  DECISION  HOT  TO  JOIH  THE  ROTC 

Ac  Reasons  for  Hot  Joining 

There  is  no  evidence  from  the  responses  cf  Hover  Took*  -shat,  pre- 
sented with  the  ROTC  deoieion  at  a later  date,  maty  would  have  changod 
their  mlnde  and  joined.  Only  a few  students  either  regret  their  origi- 
nal deoieion  not  to  join  the  ROTC,  or  report  that  they  might  have  joined 
the  program  some  timo  after  their  first  semester  in  oollege. 

While  many  students  who  n3ver  took  ROTC  training  believed  that  by 
not  being  in  the  program  they  oould  plan  for  the  future  more  easily, 
there  were  not  as  many  as  those  in  the  ROTC’  who  believed  that  it  was 
they  who  could  plan  hotter  for  the  future0  Often  as  many  as  half  of 
the  Never  Took  students  reported  that  not  being  in  the  ROTC  wither  made 
no  difference  in  their  planning,  or  they  did  not  know  how  much  differ- 
ence it  made. 

The  reason  most  often  given  as  important  for  not  joining  the  ROTC 
was  the  belief  that  ROTC  would  have  taken  up  too  much  of  their  college 
time,  a reason  given  as  important  by  at  least  70  percent  of  those  in 
the  Never  Took  groups.  The  wich  not  to  commit  one0*  self  to  being  in 
the  Army  as  an  important  reason  for  not  joining  the  ROTC  vao  given  by 
about  half  the  Hover  Took  respondents.  Aleo  about  half  of  the  Never 
Took  students  maintained  the  belief  that  they  would  be  of floors  without 
joining  the  ROTC  (an  unlikely  possibility),  while  a large  number  also 
insisted  that  it  1 made  no  difference"  to  them  whether  or  not  they  were 


officers. 


The  complex  of  reasons  given  for  not  Joining  the  ROTC  does  not  fit 
easily  Into  a pattern,,  The  reason  moat  often  given  aa  important  for  not 
joining  - that  the  HOTC  would  take  up  too  muoh  time  - is  difficult  to 
acoept  at  faoe  valuer  The  information  as  to  how  much  time  would  he 
taken  up  by  ROTC  would  have  to  come  from  person  a having  had  experience 
with  the  program,  probably  upper-class  students  While  it  is  likely 
that  many  war*  so  informed,  it  is  even  more  likely  that  thie  was  a judges 
ment  arrived  at  after  the  decision  not  to  join  the  ROTC  was  nuulee.  It  ie 

for  this  reason  that  special  attention  should  be  pail  to  many  who  did  not 

. 

want  to  be  committed  to  the  Army  (the  second  greatest  category)  and  the 
many  who  believed  that  thoy  would  be  offioexa  in  any  oase„  In  addition, 

1 

about  a fourth  of  those  Never  Took  students  studied  believed  that  :hey 

- - 

would  not  go  into  military  aexnrioe  with  or  without  the  R0TC„ 

Be  Inducements  for  No ver  Took  Students 

Conditions  under  which  Never  Took  students  might  have  token  ROTC 
training  have  very  lit  le  to  do  with  the  nature  of  the  prograc.  itself, 
but  rather  with  the  benefits  that  might  be  derivod  as  a result  of  taking 
the  ooarse0  Three-foirdha  of  the  students  would  have  taken  the  course 
if  they  would  have  hai  all  their  tuition  and  feeH  paid  for,  while  only 
about  one  in  five  eta  ed  they  would  have  joined  if  the  course  itself 
were  mere  interesting! 

The  use  in  the  Avmy  of  skills  learned  in  oolloge  would  have  ap- 
pealed to  as  raanjr  as  half  of  the  Never  Took  atudonts  in  bringing  them 
into  the  ROTC,  while  iho  reduction  of  military  roservo  time  would  have 
appealed  to  a lightly  fewer0  A significant  number  also  believed  thei  the 
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certainty  of  being  drafted  right  after  college  would  have  brought  them 
into  the  ROTC:, 

The  conditions  for  Joining  the  ROTC  aa  indicated  by  responses  to 
the  propositions  mentioned  indioate  that  while  the  desire  for  tuition 
and  fee  payment  would  induoe  many  to  join  the  ROTC,  many  might  be  in- 
duce! through  the  change  of  policy  matters  alone*  K oase-in-point  ia 
th©  ise  of  college  skills  in  servioe,  and  also  the  reduction  of  reserve 
time.  Tho  nature  of  the  ROTC  course  itself,  however,  is  evidently  of 
little  concern  to  the  men  who  were  never  in  the  program* 
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VIII.  THE  DECISION  TO  JOIN  THE  ADVANCED  ROTC 

Au  Advanced  ROTC  Cadets'1  Reasons  for  Joining 

While  reasons  given  by  Advanced  ROTC  students  for  going  into  the 
Advanced  Corps  are  varied,  these  reasons  do  not  differ  substantially 
from  those  given  by  them  for  joining  the  Basic  ROTC*  It  ie  evident 
that  the  immirenoe  of  the  draft  drew  at  least  half  of  ths  Advanced 
Corps  into  ths  ROTC?  In  the  light  of  this,  tco*  many  continue  to  re; 
port  that  the  Advanced  Corps  is  not  so  important  as  the  commission 
that  oomee  to  them  at  the  end  of  the  course,.  Nevertheless,  the  two 
reasons  moist  likely  to  be  stated  as  important  in  Advanced  ROTC  stu- 
dents' decision  deal  with  the  lessons  in  leadership  to  he  learned  from 
participation  in  the  Advanced  ROTC,  Learning  to  give  order  a and  learn- 
ing to  handle  men  are  regarded  as  important  in  the  decisions  of  about 
three  our  of  four  men., 

Differences  tot  we  or  the  "High"  and  "Low*'  voluntary  schools  in 
these  items  again  highlight  the  differences  in  the  nature  of  these 
schools  and  the  men  they  attract  to  the  Aimy  HOTC0  In  the  schools  with 
high  enrollment,  the  money  earned  by  those  in  the  Advanosd  Corps  was 
more  likely  to  be  reported  as  an  attraction  than  in  schools  with  low 
enrollments.  This  ie  in  part  explained  by  the  role  of  the  PMST  in  draw- 
ing men  into  the  Advanced  Corps,,  Several  times  it  has  boon  noted  in 
this  report  that  Advanced  Army  students  in  the  "low"  schools  are  much 
■ore  ooeoitted  to  the  ROTC  an*l  the  Army  than  those  in  the  "high"  aohoolsc 
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Interviews  with  PMST  a at  the  colleges  studied  revealed  differ- 
eiioes  in  viewpoint  on  the  nature  of  the  Advanced  Corps*  Some  PMST0* 
regard  their  Advanced  HOTC  as  a form  of  "club"  or  organisation  for 
men  with  similar  interests.  These  interests  would  of  course  be  re- 
lated to  the  things  that  are  of  significance  to  the  Army.  Conse- 
quently, these  PMSlVa  tend  to  draw  into  the  ROTC  man  predisposed  to 
aoospting  ths  Arm y and  the  attitudes  that  axe  often  part  of  this  ao- 
septancs,  kary  men  drawn  into  the  Advanced  KOTC  report  that  they 
would  have  gone  into  the  Advanoed  Corps  without  the  impetus  of  the 
draft. 

Other  PMST's,  on  the  other  hand,  recognising  that  nearly  all  men 
currently  of  college  age  are  likely  to  serve  at  some  time  in  the  Armed 
Tovcxs,  regard  their  task  as  cue  of  bringing  to  the  Artsy  as  many  compe- 
tent officex s as  oan  be  mustered*  PMST's  interviewed  in  some  of  the 
survey  colleges,  as  well  as  other  colleges,  regard  it  ea  one  of  their 
obligations  to  provide  the  Army  with  a large  number  of  oollege-tzained 
officers.  It  is  these  PMST,s  who  appear  to  open  the  way  to  a commis- 
sion to  many  men  who  ere  not  so  eooept  g of  the  Army's  viewpoint  as 
Advanoed  Corps  oade ;s  whose  way  was  not  ao  smoothly  pavod  The  differ- 
ence in  attitudes  between  Advanced  Corps  cadets  In  ths  high  enrollment 
schools  and  thoss  in  ths  ler*'  enrollment  schools  oan  thus  probably  be 
partly  explained  in  terms  of  differences  in  the  approach  of  the  respec- 
tive PMST  e* 

This  pednt  is  further  exemplified  by  two  items . Asked  about  the 
importance  in  their  decision  of  the  example  set  by  ths  PMST,  in  the 
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low  enrollment  schools,  this  was  more  likely  no  be  regarded  as  im- 
portant than  in  the  "high"  eohools0  In  Low  Voleraf , for  example, 

70  percent  of  the  Advanced  Arsy  ROIC  regarded  thie  as  important, 
compared  with  54  percent  of  those  in  the  Advanced  Army  ROTC  of  High 
Volaraf j Similar  findings  were  observed  in  the  comparison  of  the 
Volar  colleges , In  addition,  Advanced  CorpB  students  in  Low  Volar 
were  considerably  more  likely  than  these  in  High  Volar  to  report  as 
an  important  factor  in  their  deoision  the  fact  that  tho  PIET  urged 
the, a to  go  into  the  Advanced  Corps.  It  is  these  kinds  of  personal 
contacts  and  appeals  that  perhaps  account  for  the  differences  in  the 
kinds  of  students  entering  the  Advanced  ROTC  from  the  Basic  R0TC'o 

B.v  Baaio  dOTC  Cadet  intentions  for  Advanced  nmirea 

The  grades  of  about  half  the  Basic  ROTC  students  in  ROTC  courses 

are  considered  by  them  to  be  either  'Eixoellent"  or  "Very  Oood0"  It  ie 
likely  tha*  it  ia  from  this  group  of  students  that  the  next  Advanced 
Corps  will  come.  That  thie  is  pant  practice  ia  evidenced  by  the  faot 
that  the  reported  grades  in  EOTC  of  tho  Advanced  Cerp3  are  considerably 
bet  er  than  those  reported  by  ROTC  Bropouta. 

To  men  already  in  th*  Baaio  ROTC,  the  content  of  their  ROTC  ooursea 
is  one  of  the  moat  frequently  mentioned  conaideratione  in  their  deci- 
sion to  ^oin  the  Advanced  R0TCo  More  than  half  of  every  group  agreed 
they  would  apply  for  the  Advanced  Corps  if  they  found  the  Basic  ROTC 
ooui'ses  interesting,.  In  compulsory  schoolo,  the  time  involved  in  tak- 
ing ROTC  r?n a of  greater  concern  than  in  the  voluntary  sonools0  The 
certainty  of  being  drafted  was  another  important  consideration  among 
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Basio  ROTC  students,  and  the  amount  of  money  paid  in  the  Advanced 
Corpe  va a of  concern  to  aany? 

Thua,  unlike  the  men  who  newer  took  ROTC  training,  the  content 
of  the  ROTC  oourees  ia  of  considerable  importance  to  men  in  the  Baaio 
ROTCs  Their  previous  erperienoe  with  the  course  evidently  puts  them 
into  a flame  to  expeot  something  of  interest  from  the  subject  matter 0 
Likfe  the  Sever  Took  students,  however,  the  time  involved  in  the  Ad- 
vanced ROTC  ie  an  important  consideration*  It  is  significant  that  the 
time  factor  is  mentioned  most  frequently  by  those  in  the  compulsory 
schools*  Those  moet  concerned  about  the  problem  of  the  time  involved 
in  F.0TC  training  seem  to  have  already  rejeoted  the  program  in  the  vol- 
untary schools  by  not  signing  up  for  it  at  all* 
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IX.  THE  DECISIOD  TO  Eft  OP  ODT  OP  THE  HOTC 
A The  Advioe  of  Othera 

Am  uogr  as  a fourth  or  more  of  the  Army  Dropouts  reported  that 
they  iQMtiMi  regretted  thalr  daoision  to  drop  out  of  th*  program 
Othara  ara  M dropouts"  for  reasons  other  than  a daoision  on  their  own 
partt  in  the  schools  studied,  between  25  and  45  percent  of  the  Army 
Dropouts  had  actually  applied  for  the  Advanced  Corps?  hut  were  appar- 
ently not  accepted  into  it. 

Discussions  with  PMST-s  about  the  deoi&km  to  drop  HOTC  training 
ewre  considerably  more  canon  for  use  in  voluntary  schools  than  for 
those  in  ooopulsozy  schools,  with  a good  deal  of  variation  from  aohool 
to  sohool0  While  few  students  in  the  ocarpulsory  schools  reported  that 
the  PHST  disagreed  with  their  dropout  dec is ion  (they  expressed  no 
opinion  instead,  usually),  40  percent  of  the  Amy  Dropouts  in  the  vol- 
untary schools  reported  that  the  PKST  had  advised  them  not  to  drop  the 
oourse0 

Presented  with  a list  of  people  and  groups  who  might  bars  advised 
than  about  thair  daoision  to  drop  out  of  ths  HOTC,  for  aach  parson  or 
group  listed  tha  Dropouts  wars  more  likely  to  report  that  they  had 
agreed  with  their  decision  rather  than  disagreed.  The  groups  appar- 
ently most  likely  to  have  discussed  this  decision  wars  friends  in  col- 
lege and  friends  at  home.  Other  groups  suoh  as  girl  friends,  older 
friends,  oto„,  if  consulted  ware  reported  more  likely  to  agree  with 
the  decision  than  disagree. 
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B»  Reasons  for  topping  BOTC 

The  deoision  to  drop  the  EOTC  appeared  to  1m  based  largely  on  tbs 
amount  of  time  involved  in  taking  the  program  and  the  oontent  of  the 
oouraes  givenc  Like  the  Basic  HOTC  students  in  their  decision  as  to 
whether  to  continue  or  discontinue  the  ROTC  program,  Dropouts  appeared 
to  bo  most  concerned  with  these  matters  when  they  deeided  to  drop  the 
oourseo  Those  outweighed  other  considerations  suoh  as  the  draft  situar- 
tier,  and  the  feelings  of  others  about  the  prog,  amt, 

There  thus  appears  to  be  considerable  evidence  that  for  Basic 
students,  the  amount  of  time  given  to  ROTC  training  is  of  great  impor- 
tance in  thoir  decisions  dealing  with  the  ROTC,  For  men  actually  en  - 
rolled  in  the  program,  it  is  the  oontent  of  tho  course  as  well  whioh 
they  weigh  in  their  deoision  of  whether  or  not  to  continue  with  it0 
Even  among  she  men  who  went  on  to  the  Advanoed  Corps,  there  were  not 
many  who  declared  that  they  oontinued  with  the  oourse  because  they 
enjoyed  the  oontent  matter. 

The  cumulative  evidence  from  participants  in  the  ROTC,  past  and 
present,  points  to  a weakness  in  the  oourse  of  study  itself,  Basic 
ROTC  students  regard  it  as  an  important  consideration  fox-  future  en- 
rollment in  the  Advanoed  Course,  Dropouts  report  the  oontent  of  the 
oourse  aa  an  important  factor  in  their  deoision  to  drop  it,  while 
Advanoed  ROTC  cadets  barely  mention  the  content  of  the  oourse  as  an 
important  consideration  in  continuing  with  it,,  Thus,  it  may  well  be 
that  those  ’ifho  are  concerned  with  the  ROTC  as  t.  course  of  study  drop 
it,  while  those  more  ooncornec  with  the  rewards  of  an  Army  oosmuaission 
and  less  concerned  with  the  oourse  oontent,  oortinue  with  the  four  year 
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I.  STUDENT  CHARACTERISTICS 
Ag  Students * family  Backm-ound 

Thera  is  no  relationship  between  the  economic  background  of  students c 
families  and  their  likelihood  of  going  into  the  .vrmy  R0TCo  Although  there 
axe  aone  differences  in  Bcoio-aoonomic  status  between  pairs  of  schools, 

the  aona  of  families  with  high  income  ars  neither  more  nor  less  likwly  to 
enroll  in  the  AOTC,  within  individual  eohoola,  then  those  oomlng  from 
families  with  relativelj  lower  income* 

In  Bpite  of  efforts  made  to  matoh  pairs  of  schools  with  regard  to  a 
number  of  characteristics  deemed  a priori  to  be  important  considerations 
in  students*  determination  to  join  the  Array  RQTC,  it  was  not  always 
possible  to  obtain  these  matches  in  fact.  However,  thia  seems  leas  impor- 
tant ir  the  light  of  the  faot  that  sooio-ooonomio  status  and  the  need  to 
work  while  in  college  do  not  appear  to  be  importantly  related  to  the 
decision  to  go  into  ROTC* 

Students  were  asked  jo  Indicate  first,  where  they  were  living  at  the 
time  they  completed  the  questionnaire,  and  in  addition,  the  proximity  of 
their  homes  to  the  oollegc-  they  wer6  attending*  There  was  no  significant 
tendency  within  schools  for  Army  ROTC  students  to  live  at  home  than  for 
non-R0?3  student a » In  addition,  the  families  of  men  in  the  Army  HOTC  were 
no  more  likely  to  live  within  a radius  of  fifty  miles  of  the  ocllege  than 
were  the  families  of  men  rot  enrolled* 

There  were,  however,  some  differences  between  pairs  of  oollegeH*  For 
example,  about  a third  of  all  the  male  students  in  the  High  Compnr  college 
were  living  at  home,  compared  with  about  a tenth  of  those  in  the  Low  Compar 
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ootlegea  Also,  ovar-a.ll  about  80  percent  of  the  nan  In  the  Low  Voluraf 
college  lived  at  home,  compared  with  lees  than  a fourth  of  the  man  in  the 
High  Volar&f  college..  It  is  evident,  however,  that  this  factor  io  not 
related  to  BOTC  enrollment.  In  ;he  ot.ee  of  the  Compar  schools,  the  dif- 
ference oan  probably  he  acoounted  for  in  terms  of  the  size  of  the  towns 
in  which  the  two  foliages  are  located.  Phe  high  Compar  college  is  located 
in  a town  whose  population  exceeds  23,000,  while  low  Compar  is  in  a town 
of  approximately  5,000.  0.11113,  it  would  ha  likely  that  more  of  the  families 

of  the  Ugh  Compar  students  would  he  located  in  the  oollege  town  itself. 

Although  "both  the  High  and  Low  Volaraf  schools  are  located  in  large 
toi"ns,  ihe  nat  ire  of  the  colleges  indicates  some  of  the  reasons  for  the 
difforeaoea  between  them  in  the  number  of  students  living  at  home.  The 
H?„rh  Volaraf  school  contains  a liberal  arts  nolle, je  whioh  attracts  large 
numbers  of  students  from  throughout  the  state,  anti  from  other  states  ae 
well  a "'rom  this  it  follow's  that  the  students’  faiiiliee  are  also  better 
off  financially.  The  Low  Volaraf  school,  on  the  othei-  hand,  has  many  of 
tli  oha meteriutioa  of  a munioipul  oollege,  Unlike  its  opposite  number, 
it  does  not  have  a "typical  campus"  atmosphere  and  is  a oollege  attended 
by  aide  ? persons  who  come  from  the  surrounding  community  as  well  ae  the 
usual  undergraduates.,  La  this  sruse  then,  many  mere  of  its  students  are 
oorsaruteirs  who  find  it  more  oonver  lent  to  live  at  home,  either  for  finan- 
cial reasons  or  for  reaoons  cf  oonvenienae. 

Ho  ,h  High  and  Low  Conparaf  oollegss  are  looaied  in  oollege  towns, 
although  the  latter  is  situated  oiose  to  a large  industrial  community 0 
Fewer  t.  an  one  in  ten  of  She  students  at  High  Compar&f  live  at  hone, 
while  about  one  in  five  of  those  in  Low  Comparaf  live  at  hoaeo 
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In  "both  of  the  Volar  schools,  between  75  percent  and  80  percent  of 
the  students  wire  living  at  homee  Both  these  colleges  are  looated  in 
large  cities  where  students  may  commute  to  sohoolo 

There  is  no  relationship  between  whether  or  not  students  are  holding 
part-time  Jobs  and  their  likelihood  of  belonging  to  the  H0TCo  Again, 
there  ore  some  differences  between  noire  of  schools*  Ail  groups  of 
student!  in  High  Corapar  are  more  likely  to  hold  part-time  Jobs  employing 
them  for  eighteen  hours  a week  or  taora  than  are  those  in  the  Lew  Ctu  par 
oohoole3  This  is  probably  again  a function  of  the  better  availability  of 
part-tine  jobs  in  larger  towns*  fhere  is  in  addition,  a tendenoy  for 
these  i.n  Low  Volaraf  to  be  more  likely  to  hold  pa:rt-tio®  jobs  than  those 
in  the  Ugh  Volaraf  aoheolo  It  should  also  be  remembered  that  many  of 
the  students  attending  Sigh  Volar  are  employed  on  regular  jobs  during 
what  is  usua?*ly  oonsidarad  the  academic  year*  The.Be  are  the  students 
attending  ooll  sgt>  under  a cooperative  program  which  requires  that  they 
attend  ’.chool  during  part  of  the  year,  and  work  au  jobs  related  to  their 
specialty  during  the  remainder  of  the  year*  In  addition  to  this,  however, 
more  tbvn  a third  of  the  students  hold  part-time  .jobs  even  during  the  per- 
iod when  they  are  attending  oluscss* 

Jorresponuing  to  the  finding  that  ROTO  students  arc  no  more  or  lees 
likaly  than  others  to  ba  working  at  part-time  jobr.,  there  are  also  no  dif- 
ference » between  ROTO  student*  and  othsx~?  in  the  proportions  that  list 
their  parents  as  a principal  source  of  financial  tupper';  while  they  are  in 
college,  Among  schools  there  is  a difference  between  High  and  Low  Compar, 
wish  those  in  low  Oorapar  mor®  likely  to  receive  support  from  parent t than 
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those  in  High  Compar  (probably  due  to  the  lack  of  part-time  Jobs  in  their 
oollege  town)#  Also,  stucier.ta  attending  Low  Vola?  were  mo re  likely  than 
those  at  High  7olar  to  hold  part-time  Jobs  a;  the  time  of  the  survey«  It 
is  likely  that  this  is  due  to  the  faot  that  ihe  money  earned  hy  those  in 
High  Volar  during  the  cooperative  work  period  is  often  suffioient  to  elim- 
inate the  need  for  working-  during  the  aos-demio  curt  of  the  year,, 

A number  of  the  findings  dioouassd  above  appear  to  bo  reflections  of 
the  general  ho lio-eoonomic  level e of  the  parents  of  the  students  studied,, 
For  example,  in  both  the  Volar  schools,  High  ard  .jo w,  the  proportion  of 
students  whose  family  inoome  exceeded  $7500  a year  was  less  than  in  any 
of  the  jther  schools  (although  family  incomes  was  , greater  in  Low  Volar 
than  in  High  Volar) o Also,  family  income  was  greater  among  those  attend- 
ing Higi  Volaraf  than  among  those  in  I-ow  Volaraf*  V/hat  is  most  important, 
however,  ia  that  there  are  no  important  differences  within  t ohools  between 
those  ii  the  ROTC  and  those  net  in  the  ROTIj  In  <jsnoral,  BGTC  and  non- 
ROTC  students  .ieem  tc  ocme  from  i iniiar  economic  baokgroundt. e 

There  are  also  no  differences  within  schools  between  HOTC  atude nts 
and  non-ROTC  students  in  their  fathers c education..  Hr o opt  in  the  H:.gh 
Volaraf  college,  the  proportion  of  students’  fathers  who  have  graduated 
from  college  ranges  from  about  12  percent  to  23  poroento  Ir,  High  Volaraf 
however,  a college  which  appears  to  draw  wealthier  students,  about  » third 
of  the  lena ’ fathers  had  graduated  from  collage 0 

Wivn  students  wars  asked  to  rate  their  familuee’  socio-economic  level, 
the  fir  lings  are  the  none  as  those  Indicated  for  family  income  and  family 
aduoati  mo  There  was  no  consistent  tendency  Tot  I?OTC  men  tc  rate  their 
family  socio-economic  status  as  being  higher  than  non-ROTC  men*  In  oem- 
parison  between  pairs  of  schools,  while  there  wore  differences  within 
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iJjree  of  the  four  ps!r»,  these  dtfferenoes  were  not  relate!  to  whether 
or  not  the  aohool*  wra  high  in  BOTC  enrolliae.it0 


Table  1-6 


ITevar  Took  (VC)  U (133)  15  ( 54) 


Items  Student  judgments  of  family  aoolo-econoalo 


Bg The  Student  in  College 


There  is  strong  evidenae  pointing  to  the  fact  that  BOTC  students , par- 
ticularly those  in  the  Advanced  Corps,  take  part  in  a greater  number  of 
extr&ovrrioular  activities  on  oacpus,  Advanjed  ROTC  students  also  tend  to 
assume  aore  positions  of  leadership  in  the  oollege  activities  in  which  they 

engage  than  do  non-ROTC  students,  At  th®  same  ti:r.e,  student  self-evalua- 
tion of  their  grades  relative  to  other  students  indicate  that  ROTC  students 
do  as  well  in  their  course  work  ae  non-ROTC  students,. 

In  five  of  the  eight  colleges  in  which  the  study  was  conducted,  men 
in  the  Advanced  ROTC  were  signif iaantly  more  likely  to  belong  to  a frater- 
nity than  upperclassmen  not  in  the  ROTC„  Men  in  the  Advanced  Air  Force 
ROTC  were  generally  as  likely  to  be  fraternity  merabers  as  member®  of  the 
Advsnoed  Army  ROTC0  In  all  oolleges,  even  where  the  differences  were  not 
statistically  significant  the  Advanoed  ROTC  contained  proportionately  more 
fraternity  members  than  w*re  in  the  upper-olass  groups,  whether  Dropouts 
or  Rarer  Took  students,,  Among  lower-class  students,  only  in  High  Volaraf 
wyre  the  Basic  Array  ROTC  students  more  likely  to  be  in  fraternities  than 
mer.  in  the  Basic  Air  Force  ROTC  cr  lowerclassaen  rot  in  either  ROTC.,  (in 
many  schools,  students  may  not  join  fraternities  until  theix'  sopbomor 
y«ar„ ) 

In  general,  men  in  the  Advanced  EOTC,  both  Army  and  Air  Ferae,  par- 
ticipa'  ad  in  a greater  number  of  school  activities  than  either  the  Dropouts 
or  the  Dpp or- Class  llever  Took  students e In  nearly  every  school  the  non  in 
the  Advanoed  Corps  reported  a greater  number  of  ertraourrioular  activities 
then  other  upparolaearscn,  &o  demonstrated  by  the  median  number  of  activities 
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computed  for  oaob  group  'JVra  were  no  consistent  difference*:  batreen 
m<sn  In  4 ha  \v.aio  ‘a ‘my  30IVC  and  r^n  who  sere  ’»ither  in  the  laGio  Ail 
Foros  SOI'C  or  Lowai-Cl  ss  students  who  uera  act  in  any  80 PC, 

Aaotfcar  awgg>ik  tive  finding  lias  in  ike  fact  that  in  three  out  of 
four  cimparlaone  betvaen  pcira  of  woboe  «,  Advanced  Army  1CTC  students 
ia  the  auksol  rat*&  as  "hl.h  i,.  terxs  f ROIC  enrollment  rare  engaged 
in  a g--*at»r  numbar  of  extracurricular  lotlvltles  than  Adva-ioed  Any 
ROTO  a Sudanis  in  schools  r*  ted  as  "Los1  in  e urol!  inenf  o This  f indir  •;  in 
not  oe  ldusiv*.*,  however,  since  in  general,  there  seems  to  be  a higher 
m3. to  cf  extracurricular  activities  among  all  stale  students  in  ths  ’’High" 
schools  than  in  the  "Low**  schools* 

Rome  caution  should  on  used  in  the  interpretation  of  theta  figures 
In  rel  ition  to  the  number  of  extraourrioular  activities,  While  it  ap- 
pears to  be  generally  true  that  Advanced  HO TO  students  are  engaged  in  tv 
greats c number  of  f xtraourri oula?  aoiivitioa  that.  are  non*-E0TC  students 
in  the  aatas  college  class,  it  is  possible  that  the  additional  activities 
engage!  in  by  the  Advanced  RGT3  students  are,  in  faoi,  ROTC  activities 0 
In  soma  colleger,  Advanced  HOTS  jtdota  ’nay  bs  expaoted  to  belong  tc  such 
EOT!  organisations  as  Scabbard  sad  Blade,  rifle  or  drill  teams,  eto0  In 
spite  jf  this  possibility , it  it  nevertheless  true  that  more  of  the  time 
c?  men  in  the  Advanced  Corn  •<  does  go  into  extracurricular  activities, 

While  iho  relationship  doss  not  hold  true  ir.  all  of  the  schools 
p af..  e , there  is  * significant  tendency  an  three  of  the  schools  for  men 
in  the  Advanced  At*  ? HOT  ; ,i>  take  part  in  organized  college  sports 
(eituev  varsity  or  intra-mural)  to  a greater  ext« nt  than  other  upper-date 


student*  tli  tie  colleges  At  no  eohooln  however,  w*:re  men  in  the 

Ac  rano- d Ajr/  V.OT-  ubb  likely  to  engage  ir.  ocllege  sportio  There  was 
no  oonrlrter.t  te.vnoy  fo..*  colleges  rated  ae  "High"  in  enrollment  to 
hove  a great ei  pro  ortion  of  college  athletes  In  the  ROTC  then  those 
rated  < e "Low,  " 

• ■l  f tudente  • re  an  : -a  to  India,  o a the  positions  they  had  held  or 
are  holdl  g ir.  oty;nlB&tior.o  and  dobs  In  hi4;b  school  and.  in  college*, 

R X i:  odenta  ani  »::i-hO?'.  students  in  oaot  rf  the  eight  taboo's  were 
equally  likely  to  have  been  either  President  or  Vice-Prealdent  of  a high 
school  organisation  Thor*  were  no  tr’portant  lifferenceo  between  pairs 
of  ech;  c’l3  in  ihi»=  respeoto  Alien  questioned  about  the  offices  held  in 
ooileg  organisations,  however,,  men  in  the  Advanced  Amy  P.OTC  are  often 
mere  1 A sly  than  osier  upperclassmen  to  have  held  the  position  of  Prea- 
ider < - r Vice- President  in.  eome  college  organization*,  In  both  the 
Corrpar  schools,  for  example;,  Advanced.  EOTG  men  were  mere  likely  than 
t lit  'lasamatsa  vruo  had  dropped  out  of  the  Amy  ROTC  to  have  held,  or 
to  1 oldlng,  positions  of  leadtrahip  in  ocllege3  The  same  wau  true  in 
both  gh  and  Low  "olaraf  where,  in  addition,  men  in  the  Advanced  Air 
Foroe  ROTC  were  as  Likely  to  hold  positions  of  leadership  as  men  in  the 
Adva/.m  d Anry  ROTC  Other  difference*  within  aohjole  were  not  statistically 
al:y. . fi  oant*  ?aeis  were  nc  important  dlffere-noes  between  pair*  of  schools  a 
A'  »c,  ' iere  »»era  re  important  differences  between  men  in  the  B..aio  ROTC 
and  ether  lows vela  a men0 

Ii  spitv  of  occasional  differences,  thea-e  is  little  evidonoe  to  in— 

41  s o «hat  mon  ii:  ihe  ROIC  are  doing  cither  bettsr  or  worse  in  their 


c-oll  eg  olaoft  wori.  than  other  me.no  Respondents  vert  aeks<i  vo  rata  their 
grades  in  oolkegts  in  comparison  with  -Dihor  tstuderifi  in  clcse*  In 

genera.,  thou  ; 40  psroenl  of  all  Xovrex'alaKar:  sr,  rated  their  grades  as 
"luite  a bit  above  uver-agi"  or  "Slightly  atc?a  :v6.T*g6t1'  With  the  ex- 
oeptio  x of  Hijh  Volaraf,  where  Basic  Mr  Foroe  student*  were  lower  than 
c ' thjv  Rr.slu  or  Lo^sr-CXcst!  Saver  oak  students,  '.here  wer*  r.c 

differ  ioea  arc x\g  loworolasaaexr  Among  upperclassmen,  the  range  of  are- 
epoii«.*-  was  gr-ater,  with  from  40  percent  to  ;wo-tfcirds  of  the  students 
in  lie:;  ing  their  grades  to  ho  above  average,.  With  but  ono  exoapticn, 
ihsro  ' ere  no  important  differences  althsr  within  individual  ojllog-es, 
or  b(*t-roen  pairs  of  coll egos*  In  High  Compel?,  Advaroad  A«cy  BDTC  o.sn 
wore  s gniflcantly  iaoro  likely  to  indicate  that  their  grades  were  above 
r.vsrog  than  Amy  Dropouts 0 

.1  hough  there  18  no  dear  out  irjr.d  in  .hi a lireotions  in  sor.o  of 
tho  00' leges  studied,  non— ROTO  men  wore  more  likely  than  ROFC  men  to  be 
F'  anniiig  to  go  to  school  for  additional  graduate  or  professional  train- 
ing of  oz  completion  of  caeir  undergraduate  ..egress,  Thin  was  especially 
c If  in  High  Corpora f where  about  fc-.-jo-tlr.  --da  of  both  Army  a id  Air 
Fu  »oo  ropoutfc  mentioned  plans  for  gr-«.dua&«.  .raining,  compared  with  lsss 
turn  5 percent  in  either  the  Advanoed  A my  AG  PC  or  tha  Advano  *<S  Air 
Scrcr.  : OTC„  "he.  uace  xrm.  true  iu  Low  Volarca*,  where  uppsro.lse  'men  who 
r.’  rer  00k  LCA'C  as  well  a.i  Aripr  and  Air-  Perco  Dropouts  wort-  no.-re  likely 
tc  Lc*  . loaning  on  .graduate  training  than  men  in  either  the  ‘-mgr  or  Air 
Fcro-  d\  ..a  >c. . I P.OTC  students  n High  7ola  -..f Uppor-Claae  Kvrer  Took 
t . :idec  -o  vesre  i».  t-s  ilk  sly  than  t.r.y  other  upper— olaos  student  group  to 
1 ,y  .ning  for  graduate  training*  Although  the  patters  ic  net  a clear 
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©49,  farther  investigation  would  probably  indicate  acre  meaningful  data 
vith  regard  to  th?.  relationship  be  two  521  membership  in  R0T1  and  plane 
for  gr  4 dual  a training:* 

As  a.  further  Erasure  of  wtu&ant  pia_ia  for  tie  future,  relationships 
between  EOTC  enrollment  and  student  marital  plane  were  examined*  In  gen- 
eral, ?07G  students  uid  other  student*  were  about  equally  likely  to  have 
been  e.-.ther  married  >:r  engaged  ct  the  time  ©f  the  survey*  In  only  one 
f ohool  was  tho  Advano  »d  Array  BOI'C  student  significantly  aor*  likalj  than 
Army  Ir.xjpouts  to  be  laarried  or  engaged* 
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i _ *>e*  P»yao;  ill  ',i  (‘bar  cterlafcloa 

v .» anted  ii  tL  <•  8«c  »it>n  ar*  a f*w  of  V •.  ».-ns  ns&d  i:.  the  mm? 

1 ati<mi^ire  to  t .jcins  sc.»  p* --son?  1 iiy  an-  attitudinal  d'  fftmoe# 

a. i  :n.'  f/roapa  of  oo:  .*ge  stc^-its  TLt  iteaa  pr a seated  h*s»  v*ire  selected 

lavg  Lj  because  ■ ; ebov  • i t Ja.lt>  dlffa.  s teen  that  nay  be  suggestive 
of  i r\i*r  rosea;  t *t  ..  . e sai  Honed  however,  that  the*#  l»ezaa 

a:  a i r. -»aa  a r t tube*  . .a.iy  . ?=•}*■*  *4  a... 'or  personality  abar-.-.c- 

i isiiia  la  . «=  -:eirs~  t;i  . hoult  l#  ri  • ; ■■?■  -a  being  sorely  repre- 
eent.'-ti/e  of  a and  .-pro  a-  implicated  piotur*  of  the  individual!  and 

baaed  on  the  individual*  self- judgment  alone, 

H«i,pocd»ns,»  *.  -s  all  aakotj  io*-  oft  an  do  au  find  yourv-eli  taking  a 
P xitien  of  la  lcZbMp  in  a grou,.  yon  an  aith?"  Responses  to  this  ques- 
t.  a pmduosd  jo  d fsrence.  .rao.'ig  rser  in  the  Uoio  -‘-racy  BX'C  tnd  men  in 

ei  'c  bar  the  Baa;o  A.  •'oTot>  .'.O  ’ or  lower-olaaa  etadnnts  who  n«r-«>r  took 

b. (  fi,  '.ajong  u ; >er-;  lass  * tad  ir„  all  af  tie  nchooln  studied.  Advanced 

C<.  .pe  c .dwtfl,  doth  . ;tjr  and  a ,r  i’oro*  were  *or».  i.Jtely  than  the  Dropout#  or 
'I (■■■,%  I #o).  »tu : ant  • to  it  . a t -;v.t  fcbsy  "Often1  take  positions  of  loader 

hi  meat  iae  the:  a d'-.f-f- x-vaces  ar»  stati»tioally  significant,, 

3 '-re  t it'  no  j.-insit- tsrvfc  dih" arenaea  l etereen  p .izs?  of  sohoaloc 

i abillt,  t:  -riv*  or  5 art:  .)  of  sours#  ore  of  the  tn  to  considered 

- - 1 t ••  f n \ po  I - >',1..!  a . , ia:  off l*sr>  In  mapor.se  to  the  question 
”F.«  r r.  ' 4jat  . . ;h*r  yn  \ o . -.v:  order*  to  other  peopls'”,  non  in  the 

-i  'ray  <v-.d  '•:  • ?irce  ■'.'•-L'C  a,  i»  each  so] tool,  -aonji attntly  sort 

li.j'  -e  reav  -.d  ' . i.‘  u upperc  .a? . ..en  not  in  tat  2CTC«  fires 

di  \ : i ot»,  »h'?e  r m »•  •#1 1 aiiciioally  oignifioartt  vwr*,  bctrrv*a>  not 
le;  o *k ero  ’^'r#  ' > i Iff  ? • .aj  >.  fcse«»n  ROT’  ant.  nc a~ROT  1 aen  wt r<> 


in  their  freshman  a:'  sophomore  yearu  Alec , <.|  -»re  were  no  d if f erenoe*  t>e- 
twaer.  pairs  of  sokools<, 

An  item  that  b-  - in  tho  past  freu.uontly  i s>seo*trat*d  d -fforences 
be  Irreen  those  who  identify  therusalven  witi  the  -rioa  ?crof e end  those  who 
do  rot  is  the  quetiicm, "Hot  ttuoh  dees  it  better  you  to  be  ordered  to  do 
something  yen  da  :.o.,  u*e  ..  goo  1 ceaaoa  foj  doing?"  A 1 though  it  is  certain 
V.  vt  this  itea.  contains  i.  number  of  faotoi-s  related  to  oote  .taunt  to  the 
Bu-umtr  of  opai'j.tU  i of  a ill  it  ary  organisation,  thers  la  considerable  tv- 
ic  iRos  from  previous  etuu  .es  done  among  niliiery  personnel  that  resoenrss 
to  thii  question  oil  :n  i .entifying  those  with  positive  attitudes  toward 
military  ssrrioe,  In  the  case  of  a study  c i men  not  in  military  aesvioe, 
rtuponee  patterns  v.  * jiartioalariy  interesting , 

•Among  maz  la  t ie  i’*x  o BOTC  oourue  ir  the  oosrpulsory  schools,  there 
aro  no  differences  oc  tween  men  In  the  A: my  aid  men  in  tho  Air  :?oreo,  In 
the  voluntary  eohojls,  however,  particularly  in  those  where  HO'fC  enrollment 
it  lew,  men  in  the  dacic  Arcy  and  Air  Force  ROTC  are  leen  likely  to  indi- 
oete  that  taking  triave  bothers  ;hea  ’Very  much''*  than  are  freshen  and 
sophemc rea  who  nava took  EGTC„  Also,  Baeio  Cadets  in  sjot  Volar  are 
ee  vwwhat  1 s&«  likol  <•  ht»  bothe  red  by  tail ng  orders  th&n  are  their  coun~ 
t ■part*  in  High  Vo  lap 

Acong  upperola  imien,  ia  nearly  every  school,  sen  in  the  Advanced  Arm. 
aid  Aix  Force  EOT'*  ^ro  considerably  lean  3 ikoly  to  bre  bothered  by  taking 
oi  iere  thnv.  these  : -t  in  the  BOTG,  (?  iere  differences  are  statistically 
ei.-yifjca  i»:  all-  f/ol.  ,,ut  V;’lar0  Of  additional  interest  :lo  tho  f«ot 
in  all  for:  oompaii iono  between  schools  high  ia  30TC  enrollment  and  those 
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low  In  enrollment*  Ad.vtu.oad  Ax *y  Cadets  ir.  the  "high"  oohecie  are  mors 
likely  to  ba  bothered  by  giving  orders  then  .rny  Cadets  in  the  "low” 
aoboolsc  'fhese  differences  *ere  statistically  significant  in  three  of 
the  four  intsx— sohool  oomparisonsc 

Suggestive  of  further  research  in  tiiif e •enoee  among  ooxlej*  atudartr 
ai-u  the  responses  to  the  question,  "So  far,  fe.  w well  would  you  nay  you 
have  lived  up  to  what  your  parents  have  erpeuted  of  you?"  Although  there 
ss«  no  difference?  unong  freohman  end  scphcir*  re  responder.!  a t anong  appar- 
el usam  r.|  Advance*  Army  and  Air  ?oroa  Cadets  are  generally  mom  likely 
tlijivtipperolaserer  ;o  indicate  "Very  wellc"  Although  this  differenae  is 
significant  only  in  L<w  Volaraf,  the  pattern  ia  in  tha  se.ce  direction  for 
all  schools c 

The  oirouBstamee  of  Advanced  Co:.*pc  students  reporting  greater  in- 
oidenoe  of  partita?,  pride  may  or  may  not  be  . soribed  to  memoertihlp  in  the 
Advanced  Corps  with  its  likelihood  of  a military  oomnisBion>  It  is  prob- 
ably an  area,  howevor,  vrhioh  night  be  worthy  of  further  study  to  determine 
whttuer  or  net  the  position  of  liadenhlp  a ni.  sraat  offered  to  Advanoed 
Coi-ps  students  whil  * still  in  oollege  is  also  un  attraction  in  ths  oyos  of 
the  oarents. 
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Membership  in  the  ROTC,  particularly  in  the  Advmnsd  Corps  t has 
the  effect  of  committing  the  college  studant  to  hie  first  job  upon 
oampletion  of  college*  ?or  this  reaeon  it  was  deemed  important  to 
determine  thotu  considerations  which  arc  taoat  important  to  oollege 
students  in  relation  to  job  and  career  p3.inae  Some  students,  for  ex- 
ample , nay  look  upon  military  aerviee  e~  a hindsrance  to  future  job 
pcsaibilitiae , while  others  may  lock  upon  military  serrioe  a a an  op- 
portunity to  improve  their  job  status  ir.  the  future* 

Related  to  this,  is,  of  course,  the  way  students  look  upon  their 
major  subject  in  college-  1.6=,  whether  they  consider  it  the  area  in 
which  they  will  be  employed  when  they  complete  oollege,  the  importance 
of  working  in  'heir  own  field,  etc*  Nearly  all  students  included  in 
the  survey  indicated  that  they  had  decided  upon  their  major  field  of 
study*  Thin  was  true  of  lonerolnasoen  as  well  as  upperolaasmen* 

In  addition,  students  were  naked  tc  India at o when  they  had.  made  up 
their  minds  as  tc  which  eub.jeot  they  would  speoialise  in  while  in 
oollege* 

While  there  were  no  impozrfcar  'ferenoes  botween  ROTC  men  and 
non-ROTC  men,  or  between  * re  of  ooi^egea,  it  is  nevertheless  of 
interost  that  many  men  reported  that  they  had  made  up  their  minds  on 
thsir  oollege  major  before  arriving  in  oollege.  About  one^half  of 
the  lower olaaamen  in  aach  of  the  groups  studied  reported  that  their 
minds  had  boo  made  up  prior  to  entering  college*  At  the  seme  time. 


however,  only  between  ono-third  and  on*- half  of  the  upperclassmen 
reported  having  made  up  their  alnda  prior  to  oolleg*<. 

Theao  findings  are  important  from  a number  of  viewpoint* 0 Pirst, 

in  nearly  all  oases  students  most  make  their  decision  as  to  whether 

or  not  to  join  the  ROTC,  or  which  ROTC  to  join,  as  soon  as  they  ar- 

rive  in  college  (exaept  in  schools  where  there  is  only  an  Army  ROTC, 

and  where  it  it  compulsory)*  It  is  likely  that  the  decision  tc  join 

ths  ROTC  is  related  to  whatever  other  plans  the  student  may  have  for 

college.-,  Aoooj  ding  to  these  findings  then,  '.he  ROTC  ieoieion  is  made 

for  about  half  the  students  in  the  light  of,  what  must  be  to  them,  the 

more  important  decision  about  their  collage  major-,  In  about  half  the 

> 

oases,  this  decision  has  already  been  made,  at  least  tentatively*  In 
addition  to  this,  however,  the  difference  between  upper-  and  lower- 
classmen  In  the  time  of  their  deoision  indicates  that  msny  students 
change  their  major  course  while  in  college*  In  fact,  it  has  bean  de- 
termined in  another  item,  that  in  the  compulsory  schools  as  many  as 
forty  percent  of  the  upperclassmen  have  ohar.ged  their  major  course 
since  they  started  oolleg®,  while  more  than  e fourth  of  the  upper- 
olasemer.  in  the  voluntary  ROTC  schools  hud  olanged  their  major  course: 

Further  evidence  cf  the  relative  lank  oi  definitensss  in  eollege 
students1  selection  of  a major  subjeot  in  revealed  by  the  response 
patterns  to  the  question,  "Bow  definite  are  your  plans  concerning  your 
future  occupation?"  In  response  to  this,  orly  between  a fifth  and  a 
third  of  the  lo*»rclsssmen  answered  "Very  definite,"  while  between  a 
foi  rth  to  a half  of  the  upperol&snmon  reported  that  their  plans  were 
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"Very  definite."  Thu*,  even  though  nearly  all  Btudent*  appeared  to 
have  selected  a major  subject,  not  nearly  all  of  then  are  aura  that 
they  will  stay  with  it. 

When  asked,  "Do  you  think  that  when  you  graduate  frost  college 
you  will  work  at  a Job  in  whioh  you  will  be  able  to  use  your  Major 
subjects?",  there  was  a considerable  range  of  response  among  the 
various  groups,  going  from  40  percent  answering  "Yes,  extensively" 
to  nearly  80  percent  giving  this  answer.  In  this  case,  there  were 
some  differences  between  Advanced  ROTC  men  and  other  students,  In 
four  of  the  schools  under  study,  men  in  the  Advanoed  Army  EOTC  were 
signifioantly  less  likely  than  other  upperclassmen  to  expect  to  use 
their  major  subjeot  extensively * In  both  Compar  sohools,  for  example, 
Army  dropouts  wsrs  significantly  more  likely  than  Advanoed  ROTC  oadeta 
to  expeot  to  use  their  major  extensively.  This  was  also  true  in  High 
Coraparaf,  In  High  Volaraf,  whils  there  was  no  differenoe  between  Ad- 
vanoed ROTC  students  and  Army  dropouts,  upperclassmen  who  never  took 
ROTC  were  considerably  more  likely  than  those  in  the  Advanced  Corps 
to  expeot  to  use  their  major  extensively.  The  hypothesis  that  the 
less  deoisive  a sophomore  student  is  at  the  time  he  must  deoide  about 
the  ROTC,  the  greater  the  likelihood  that  he  will  enroll  in  th#  Ad- 
vanced Course,  is  perhape  another  area  for  fruitful  research. 

Presented  in  the  section  below  xs  an  analysis  of  responses  given 
by  oollege  students  to  a series  of  statements  about  the  importano*  of 
various  aspects  of  jobs.  To  eaoh  of  the  ten  statements,  respondents 
were  asked  to  indicate  whether  it  in  "vary  important," 


"fairly 
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Important,"  or  "not  important"  for  them  to  have  a Job  upon  finishing 
college  that  provides  the  oondition  named.  Sinoa  the  numljar  of  items 
ara  too  numerous  to  handle^ all  of  them  individually  presented  in  the 
tables  ara  only  the  proportion  of  reepondents  in  eaob  group  answering 
"Tary  important"  to  the  item  in  question.  Also  presented  is  the  rank 
of  the  it  sin  in  terms  of  the  number  cf  respondent*  in  the  group  who 
answered  "7ery  important."  Thus , i or  er ample,  among  Basic  Am Xf  stu- 
dents in  Low  Volaxaf,  75  percent  of  them  osnsidsred  a Job  that  "offers 
Job  security"  :ie  "very  important mor®  than  answered  "very  important" 
tc  any  of  the  other  items,  Thie  was  racked  first  among  this  group  of 
respondent a*  On  the  other  hand,  among  this  group  a Job  that  "offers 
an  opportunity  to  travel"  was  least  likaly  to  have  been  rated  as 
"very  important,"  receiving  only  t«n  percent  of  the  responses,  and 
w&3  ranked  last,  or  tenth.  In  some  oases  there  were  ties,  that  is, 
th8  same  proportion  of  respondents  answering  "very  important"  to  two 
items.  In  theue  cases,  they  wore  given  the  same  rank,  followed  by  a 
fraction  (ego.  both  might  be  7.5  instead  of  one  arbitrarily  ranked  7 
and  the  other  ranked  8). 

Considering  all  the  groups  together,  thore  is  little  doubt  that 
the  Job  characteristic  most  frequently  rated  as  "Very  Important"  was 
Job  security.  In  about  two  thirds  of  each  of  the  groups  examined  this 
response  was  ranked  highest.  In  most  of  the  other  groups  . it  was 
ranked  second  or  third,  Cthsr  items  mentioned  most  frequently  by  all 
students  ua  "very  important"  war*  tho  opportunity  to  use  that  was 
learned  in  college,  th-.j  opportunity  to  work  'sith  people,  end  the 
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ahanoe  to  earn  a good  deal  of  money*,  The  opportunity  co  trave  on  a 
job  woe  least  liJcely  to  b*  rated  "very  Important"  among  ail  groups.. 

Among  most  of  tic  ten  job  choraoterietiou  to  be  judged  in  terms 
of  importance  to  the  student,,  there  was  considerable  homogeneity 
among  the  various  groups  examined  in  the  different  eohcole  Rarely 
were  the  differences  that  did  occur  strl  king*,  So  re.  of  th»  more  con- 
sistent differences.  however < are  presented  belows 

"Ar.  opportunity  to  gain  recognition  from  others  in  ycur  field" 

The  only  fairly  oorusistent  pattern  appearing  for  this  item  was  the 
tendency  for  Basic  Air  Foroe  ROTC  students  to  rank  this  ax  "very  irx 
port ant"  less  than  othor  lowerol essaen® 

"An  opportunity  to  use  what  you  learned  in  ooHger  - While  gener- 
ally rated  as  "very  importar. there  was  a consistent  tendency  for 
Advanced  ROTC  students,  Array  and  Air  Force  to  report  this  as  e "Very 
important"  job  consideration  lees  ofton  than  other  upper-class  s tu- 
ber. tSc  This  finding  In  consistent  with  the  (.bore  finding  that  "he 
Advanced  ROTC  cadets  are  in  foot  leas  li  ,«vly  to  ©ipece  to  use  their 
ootiego  major  in  a job  after  ool  ■ *gs  .he, i upper*=olas3  non-ROTC  Etu 
dents o 

"Lets  you  work  froe  of  uuper7laion’;  - Ir.  about  half  of  the  ool- 
leges  studied-  Awqjr  Dropout?  were  more  likely  than  Advanced  ROTC  stu- 
dent* to  indicate  this  a "very  import ant"  job  consideration,  There 
wau  no  conaiatent  difference  between  pairs  c i oollegen 

"Opportunity  to  eriercisa  leader  ship"  la  might  be  anticipated, 

Advanced  Array  and  Air  Force  oaleta  are  more  likely  than  ether  upper 
oituiB  students  to  consider  the  opportunity  to  exercise  eaiership  es  an 
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important  fwitor  in  a job  they  night  have  oftei  oollsge.,  Thu  differ- 
ences are  ocneietent  iu  all  colleges,  end  etatietically  significant 
in  a lx  of  tho  eight  oomyarisona.,  There  were  no  important  differenoea 
in  oompariacna  between  palm  of  col leges.  Baeio  HOTC  student*  were  no 
acre  likely  than  other  lower  olaaa  utudenta  to  rate  this  item  aa  "very 
important, " 

Ab  noted  before,  there  ia  a great  daal  of  similarity  :vn  neat 
respects  among  ali  of  the  groups  atx’.&iad,  In  acme  oases,,  th«  look  of 
differences  may  b«  ae  interesting  tui  the  differences  themselves,  For 
example,  a job  which  "enables  you  to  work  rlth  people"  ia  no  more 
likely  to  be  selected  by  ROTC  man  tlion  non  ROTC  men,  although  one  char- 
acteilstio  of  being  a military  officer  ia  the  necessity  to  work  with; 
fcs  well  as  lead  o^hei  mens  Al>o,  generally  speaking,  between  a third 
pjiI  t.  half  of  tho  students  studied  conride/ed  a*  "vary  important"  the 

itam  "Till  g^ve  yea  an  opportunity  to  be  oi  earvioe  to  the  nation  or 

"V\  o 

’he  oemmunit/,"  There  wore  SB*,  however,  mg?  differences  among  dif- 
ferent groups  Kith  regard  to  this  iter,. 
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III.  THE  STUDEHT  /HD  THE  DEAF’ 

Ag  The  Likelihood  i ^ Into  Military  '•$*'  cia* 

Th#r*  i *»  little  doubt  that  meet  collage  students  anticipate  military 
cervioe  at  some  tiai*  in  tL.»  future.  Even  thc-es  not  planning  actively  for 

the  Anr  >4  Foreas  thro  eg/.  na.rtioij  atlon  in  tic  ?0TC  program  ara  not  likely 
to  axpe  it  to  avoid  siiii t*iy  eorvl3es  Share  differences  in  expectations 
oouur  batvrson  HOTC  r and  non-HOTC  atna 3ntEf  these  differences  ap- 

pear to  be  on  a realistic  baaist 

Qu33.1oned  as  to  their  physical  fitness  for  j.-oing  into  military' 
service  (vheihor  or  not  they  have*  had  Armed  Forces  physical  s laminations ) s 
nearly  all  men  in  the  HOTC,  basic  and  Advance i,  believed  that  thay  were 
physically  qualified  for  service^  Among  Amy  and  Air  Fore#  Dropouts  and 
men  vho  never  took  EOTC  training,  in  moot  groups  studied^  acre  than  85 
percent  of  the  respondents  ooneit.crsd  themselves  physically  qualified  for 
the  Armed  Foreoe.  Only  in  High  Volaraf  w»:;*a  bhnrs  more  than.  20  perc  ent 
of  the  men  in  any  group  •who  did  not  consider  themselves  physically  fit  for 
service  This  was  tn<«  of  upper  and  lowx—olasn  Fsver  Took  student*.  (23 
percent)  and  Army  Dropouts  (21  peroent).  ICn  gcne:-al?  it  io  a relatively 
email  g’oup  not  in  tho  HO TC  bocauas  they  did  not  Ahink  they  would  go  into 
service  because  of  physical  reasons a 

For  the  moat  part,  failure  to  enroll  in  A he  EOTC  oeuid  not  be 
aeoribe-.l  to  membership  in  one  of  nhe  military  recurves  of  a large  number 
of  students.  Questioned  us  to  whether  or  not  they  were  in  any  ail it ary 
reserve  (other  than  the  BOTCi) , never  were  nor 5 thin  15  p&roent  of  ary  group 
enlists',  in  any  military  reserve  program*  oxc  ipt  1 1 High  Compare  At  High 
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Conpar,  about  one— fourth  of  the  men  In  the  ROTO,  and  about  ono-third  of 
the  Army  Dropouts  were  in  some  other  kind  of  reserve  program*  It  may 
thua  be  gathered  that  other  military  reserve  prodrome  arc  not  formidable 
competitors  with  the  BGTC„  At  none  of  the  colleges  studied,  for  example* 
were  a considerable  number  of  men  enrolled  in  the  Marine  Platoon  Leader 
Cciiree 

All  respondents  were  inked,  "If  you  did  not  volunteer  for  one  of  the 
Arcicd  Toroea,  whit  do  you  think  the  ohar.oea  ax*  of  your  over  being  drafted 
into  military  oarvloe?"  Among  lower-olnes  students,  there  was  general  bo- 
ll of  that  they  either  "certainly  would"  or  "probably  xrould"  be  drafted 
into  military  service  at  Home  time*  About  two-thirds  or  more  of  all  lower- 
oloss  students  expressed  this  belief 0 Lowor-olaas  Mover  Took  studento  in 
th«  f oi r voluntary  achoolB  were  uo  less  likely  to  beliove  they  would  over 
ba  drafted  than  their  cXs.n01ua.6O8  in  the  ROTCt 

Ar,on g upperolanemen  in  iho  compulsory  schools,  tkero  ware  no  differ- 
ences ;n  th^ar  expectations  of  their  lilr.olihcod  of  being  drafted  between 
men  in  the  BOTC  and  non  not  in  the  RO  W,  About  JO  peroent  or  more  of  each 
group  c tudied  fait  that  it  vm.es  likely  that  they  would  bn  draft ado  fhe  few 
differences  wlioh  did  occur  irore  not  significant , 

Tlia  wa»  not  the  picture  in  the  voluntary  schools,  hcweve:r0  In  three 
of  the  four  schools  where  SQTC  w .a  voluntary,  men  in  the  Advanced  ROTC 
(Arm;’  and  Air  Force)  were  mors  likely  tc  expect  to  have  been  drafted  than 
men  not  in  the  ROTO  e Only  in  the  case  of  the  Air  Foroe  Dio  pouts  in  the 
tno  Vo'  araf  colleges  were  men  not  In  the  &CTC  as  likoly  1;c  consider  them' 
selves  subject  to  the  draft  as  men  in  the  ROTC*  It  ia  pxcb&blo  that  those 
Air  Foies  Dropouts  included  itany  men  who  would  othex-wlse  have  /^onn  into 
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the  >i  Force  but  for  the  extended  period  of  enlistment.  For  ;he  most 
pa.-?t,  however,  whi'ls  more  than  80  percent  of  each  of  the  Advanced  BOTS 
groups  in  voluntary  colleges  bol loved  ;hey  would  bo  drafted  If  shoy  did 
not  enlist*  with  the  exception  noted  above*  leas  then  two-thirds  of  the 
non-ROTC  balicved  this.. 

"h.  addition  to  inquiring  an  to  whether  ifc<iy  sxpcntod  to  bo  eLref  ted 
at  any  time*  respondents  were  also  suiked,  "If  you  did  not  volunteer  for 
O ')  of  the  /owed  Forces,  ■Mat  tlu  you  think  the  cbanoea  ajx  of  your  being 
dr;iftec  withir  one  your  after  finishing  ocllego?"  The  response  patterns 
to  thi.  question,  while  there  arc  seme  statistically  significant  differences 
.urtong  t roups*  aro  not  con&istuct.  In  none  of  the  schools  were  there  oon- 
siwten.  differences  between  lower- aloes  etudents  in  the  BOTC  and  those 
not  in  the  BOTC.  .hnong  upper-class  students,  however,  in  some  sohools 
Advanced  BOTC  man  were  cere  likely  tlum  non-30TC  nen  to  tape  at  to  have 
boon  drafted  within  one  yoar  after  oollege,  while  in  other  sohools  this 
war.  not  tho  oase,  :£n  both  Coaptraf  schools*  for  example,  Air  Forae  Drop- 
outs were  the  least  likoly  to  believe  they  would  bo  drafted  within  one 
year  alter  finishing  college.  Aisong  the  voluntary  schools,  only  in  High 
Volar  vitro  the  Advanced  Army  men  more  likely  than  tho  ctkor  upporolaeomen 
to  exp?  ot  to  h p.v«  boon  drafted  Within  one  year  after  college o There  were 
no  important  difforoncea  between  pairs  of  colleges. 

For  responses  to  the  question*  "If  you  arc  oallod  to  full-time  mil- 
itary Rorvioo  dlreo'.ly  after  graduation*  how  long  do  you  realistically 
o:cneot  to  be  ii  »jervioe,  all  things  considered?" ? the  only  figures  pre- 
sented ire  for  "o lx  months"  or  "two  yoars"*  the  oatogorieo  most  frequently 
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seitio i.cif  U...C1  tfcj  cer-ode  of  tire  t»>9t  likely  tc  be  epeut  in  serrloe* 

B “or*  examining  figure;,  none  .mention  e'ooild  "be  svale  of  the  sit- 

uation fox*  the  Air  Fovoe* 

Si.no « the  roquirod  p.iric-I  cf  enlietnent  for  csoti  oan  ©oinpleting  Air 
Ft  cco  ROTC  Is  -iOff  f>  />  yoars,  tlo  "sir  nonth ' or  "two  year"  oate-gories  arc 

In  ro«!  c -'Hor  net  •••?.! . ' ' to  he.?,  r n.  For  thir  rsnsor,  o-xsp&risons 

Of  t he  nu.de  hetweon  A ir  F.  ,;-ce  vjoo.  and  othera*  Tic  finding!-. 

r.sr-V  ;ha  uan  in  ifc?  I jio  ir  Fores  ar>  ho- to#  2,  relovaat  -when  t?* « voi- 
re 5-  ry  eoheols  »r  ■ my.rid  tit--  the  jompulsory  tohools»  Basis  Aiz  Foroe 
Cait-ts  in  the  noavvel.-.o'-y  school:  ibout.  as  likely  a e othor  loweialansKion 

to  Jnd  onto  e.  then  'six  & inths”  »r  ” t so  /t  aro"  at  the  period  cf  ties  they 
wo  old  >rpoct  to  sp  . in  t-rvios  Biiie  Air  Forte  students  in  the  Volarcf 
cclleg.a,  hoe*  ver,  o k>  i-  Jdeavbly  ;r . 3 ik- ly  then  any  of  ths  other  lover- 

cliti.  roupo  'c  ffi-i  : ' ion  i;  •/-«  t2u.i  two  years  re  tic  length  of  t Iws  they  ezp  ot 
t.  go  nto  servio?*  It  trie  apj  ;aro  that  ms:-,  taking  Basin  Yir  Fores  EOTC 
«hnv  t is  voluntary  arc  likely  to  hi  chinking  In  ter'eB  of  oosplciing  the 
oo-ww  through  the  four  y •.  at.  acd  aooptl *.g  an  Air  Fc-raa  oc*a®i*s‘  rr*  Be*  i 
Air  Foroe  trainee -i  l •jonvn.l.sory  oolltgoe  arap  fer  the  .wot  part,  ovidenvi;.- 
pi  irnii.-g  only  on  tb  - two  equirt  i years  with  no  jlanc  for  an  Air  Faroe  era- 
o?  soioi  For  many  of  the  © cen*  tho  ih'sioe  of  A* toy  or  At?  For  z«  3CPC  ia 
p:  Vbab'.y  a ohrici  reads  ov  Ay  thre  igh  i ie  ntoe  teitj  of  being  in  one  cr  the 
ot  i*>r  OTC  prograria 

amini-ife  no*./  ov-ly  t*v*  r>n  in  t hj  . rcy  "AOTC  with  non-SUTC  studant*9 
in  nice  , oacao  ths  erpoctacion  is  noro  likely  to  >©  for  two  -res ro  rather 
than  six  fficntLf:  of  aotx'ro  dv  ty,  Anonj  Bacio  AOTC  studo:*  «»  and  lawtr-claes 


Mc.a-UO?C  students  aliko,  ir.  really  o/ovy  <cnf  f«*er  then  21  p-t-osnt 
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oxpeotid  to  be  on  aotive  duty  for  a«  little  a.>  six  ’jsoutlus  „ f i*  only  sac- 
of  ptio  to  this  w&ro  the  k-Bio  Arey  urA  non-EOfC  Lowrolass -ea  at  Higx 
Vc lora.  where  29  perc;<»i+.  jad  21  percent f respectively,  expected  go  on 
six  rnentln  duty*  Generally,  about  t*<r-third&  or  oor«  of  all  loworolaao- 
roou  expected  two  years  active  du*y<, 

A:  ®ng  upperolassecn,  In  x ■/«*•*•  c:  ipt.s*fes  «f  Uvaioad  Arasy  SC?C 
students  with  Dropouts  (Arsy  mt!  Air  ’oro* ) i.nd  Sava r 'A»ok  students, 
except  in  Sigh  Volar,  tht  &v.utc;4  A«ay  fctud;  .vu  jjk  uojv  likely  to  ex- 
pi  ot  U be  ou  native  duty  fur  six  months*  Kearly  all  of  thiss  diffsmets 
w.rt  r >tistioally  significant*  Is  High  VoIst,  Advanced  EOTC  (students 
wci**  f r mor»  likely  th&i,  utliar  upper-olaas  stud*  its  tc  expect  two  aontbs 
in  fcctiva  military  duty*  ..'hus,  in  c^ut  schools,  ii  spite  cf  thn  f\*ot  that 
ono  oitfct  expect  a greater  ooraii  Vaent  tc  the  A^ay  on  the  part  of  man  in 
the  Advanced  HOfC,  these  wa  are  aonsidtring  loss  tirsa  on  active  miiitaiy 
duty  than  scon  who  have  declined  'ray  oosaaiesiono, 

A further  point  appears  in  tha  ocmp&riasn  of  the  Eigfc  and  Low  Volar* 
Coup-ring  th*  saepaotation::  of  the  Advanced  ECTC  a fcudeate  in  th.  «e  sohoole, 
men  in  High  Volar  are  conti  Ida  rally  likely  to  oxpuot  to  go  into  aotiva 

servior  than  assn  in  i*cv  Vc«l«r»  Ek<sae  finding's  adi  farther  evidence  jo  ih>s 
difference  in  selection  of  -Ivanoad  C©rp*  student*  in  the  High  and  Low 


enrollment  oellagen0 


Table  III-2 


TaU«  III- 


118 


5 Att  itudea  Tow^.r  ■ tko 

Wh»n  ask<s£ , "How  olosely  do  you  koep  up  with  tho  ruins  _nd  regula- 
tion® about  selective  service  provisions?",  be  ;>;aen  half  and.  two-thirds 
of  all  groups  studied  responded  ‘Very  closely"  or  "Fairly  closely," 

There  were  no  important  differenoea  within  groups  in  the  (sane  school, 
or  betvwen  eel  sole  on  this  item,  When  asked  a aeries  of  »iz  questions 
on  knowledge  cf  selective  service  provisions,  hocravor,  in  naarly  every 
comparison  in  every  school,  sen  in  thu  ROTC  vare  better  informed  than 
sen  not  in  the  ROTO,  In  general.  Advanced  SOTO  students  were  the  best 
informed,  followed  by  Eacio  ROTC  men,  with  thcce  who  have  never  taken 
BOTC  training  tka  least  wall  informed 

In  spits  of  their  relative  laok  of  information,  or  perhaps  beoauae 
of  it,  the  non-ROTO  students  were  moro  likely  than  SOTO  students  to  in- 
dioaie  that  they  "often"  or  "occasionally"  worry  about  being  called  into 
full-time  military  carries,  iaoiig  lower-class  students  in  schools  where 
ROTC  training  ie  voluntary,  about  a third  of  those  who  never  took  ROT’C 
training  wero  worried  about  full-time  military  service,  while  only  about 
a fifth  of  the  Basic  Army  and  Eacio  Air  Force  cadets  reported  being 
worriedo  The  same  pattern  appeared  among  appe1.— olass  students  on  this 
ItoBc  In  general,  upper-class  e sudente  who  ne'er  took  ROTC  training  were 
snore  worried  about  the  draft  than  were  lewsr-elt.ee  students  who  never  took 
ROTC  training,  Thio  is  to  ho  orpected,  however,  since  the  upper-olses 
students  are  o-dsr  and  clooor  to  the  time  when  they  might  be  required  to 


go  into  mill to  cj  srwiea 


2 rweoa  >no— and  ore-h  tlf  of  the  Drcpcmt*  and  the  Sever  Tcck 


i 

j 


ny 


• tudor.  »r  ro  o:-\ed  worrying  Ofte  ."  or  "Oooacxon'  ' ly"  u'ootik  full-time 
milita.-y  •arvaoo,  compared  dth  lea*  than  o:  .--i . ■ ih  of  tkt  Advanced 
Army  aid  Air  force  xtudent*  In  both  comparisons  of  aohoola  wh'sra 


: 

r; 


-<  .'TC  is  voluntary,  rcy  Advanced  Corpa  stud  its  in  the  ecaoolr  with 
high  I.'V?C  «im>31s3t  ’•  were  eif  ic-»ntly  nor  o reoc-rt  being 

worried  about  the  draft  than  A.dvanoeA  Corps  cadets  in  tha  eohoals  with 


low  ac.?fJ  enrollment 

it  addition  to  worrying  about  the  draft,  aor.-HOTC  atudentw  were 
more  1 u'cely  tluui  HOTC  stoa-nts  to  believe  that  present  world  conditions 
do  not  warren-  continuation  of  the  draft  in  -'.ta  present  fora.  In  the 
volunt  ry  aohe.ele  ?..slo  SC ’J  »t  anta  wort  loss  opposed  to  the  draft 
than  l-nrer-olt.ss  etudon.s  .ot  it  the  SOTCt  In  all  school?!,  Adv&noed 
Ci..rpa  student?  were  loc  i opi-oaed  to  the  draft  in  its  presort  form  than 
were  upper-elt  <u  Dropout*  Hs  ’«r  Took  student*  * The  Bangle  exception 
to  ihi  wib  t/.e  Advanced  . 'o-  ;e  20TC  otu&unts  ir.  High  Compar&f,  half 
of  who  opposed  fha  pveae~l  draft,  In  all  oikox  achcola,  fewer  than  a 
third  :f  the  ' dvanotd  Coi  cadets,  Army  and  Air  Force,  opposed  the  draft, 
conir  r .1  with  40  per  cstnr  • or  aors  of  the  upper-olr  se  students  not  in  the 
RO'PC . Although  there  coma  lifferer.oee  between  pairs  of  schools, 

those  differsroos  ware  .»„>  consistent. 

Feelings  of  guil  abav-  a permanent  i.efomnent  from  the  draft  would 
fc  rox  proval  ant  among  ROTA  students  than  non-RCTC  students  according 

rh?  respon  3b  to  tho  question,  :’Ii"  you  vere  permanently  deforred,  do 
y-.u  iih  nk  you  would  o.  \70uld  not  feel  guilty  about  it?"  On  this  item.. 


1 


] 


I 


ihere  were  a number  of  v .vying  nattexmo  of  reayariBos  from  ookool  to 
aohool i Pot  example,  in  ihs  aohoola  whore  HOTC  in  voluntary,  whore 
•roy  HOTC  »niol!nent  xa  high  (High  Volar  and  High  VoXaraf)  thare  are  con- 
siderable differencea  bejwoen  Basic  HOTC  o&dets  and  lower-olasfc  Never  Took 
nfuder.tso  There  are  no  differences  between  those  gronpe,  kowaver,  where 
BOTC  '.-nrolliat  nt  ia  low  and  the  courts o in  voluntary.  In  nevan  of  the 
eight  school!  , comparison.;  between  men  ir  the  Advtnoed  Army  HOTC  and  upper- 
dwo  students  not  in  the  ROTC  indicate  t.ir.t  the  Advanced  Corps 
students  wold  bo  moire  lika'Jy  to  feel  gull  y about  a permanent  dwfarraont 
than  .he  non-  HOTC  students,  The  seven  repo:>  tad  differences  were  all 
statistically  significant,  There  were  nc  consistent  differences  between 
pairs  cf  echicla, 

n item  airai'lar  to  the  one  reported  above  wue,  "If  I had  the  oppor- 
tunity to  stay  out  of  military  service,  7 would  certainly  taka  advantage 
of  it  - Agree  or  Disagree?"  The  findings  on  this  item  are  approximately 
the  a me  as  cn  the  other,  and  somewhat  no re  consistent,  with  sharper 
diffa  -enooSo  las  la  HOTC  stud m-';»  were  racr-  likely  to  disagrei  with  this 
otatenent  then  lower~ol;. j«j  ron-KOTC  atudenja,  and  Advanced  Corps  students 
wore  car. re  likely  to  disagree  than  were  upper- ->lase  student*  not  in  the 
F.OT'Go  la  a r. amber  of  casco,  differences  be  ween  groups  exceeded  twenty 
percent,  an!  in  some  oases  these  differences^  exceeded  40  percent e In  each 
ootDpa:  is  on  of  pairs  of  nohoola,  Advanced  Aznjr  HOTC  students  in  the  school  0 
rated  ae  low  an  enrollment,  were  raor?  likely  Sc  disagree  with  this  state- 
ment ban  were  Advanced  Army  SC  TO  etudontc  v.n  the  sohooln  rated  high  in 
enrol  ment  Three  cf  the  four  oonparisorc  wore  at&tistioelly  significant 


121 


Student  estimates  of  the  personal  ssorifioe  that  would  be  made  by 
them  as  a result  of  going  into  the  Armed  forces  within  s year  after 
graduation  varied  by  their  BOTC  status.  Advanoed  ROTC  students  were 
the  least  likely  to  consider  this  eaorifioe  as  "Very"  or  "Fairly  great", 
while  uppe;— class  students  were  moat  likely  to  oonsider  Military  serr- 
lce  a loss  to  themselves.  Among  lowerolaesmen,  in  voluntary  eohools, 
students  not  in  the  ROTC  were  consistently  aore  likely  to  oonsider 
military  ewrvice  a loos  to  themselves.  All  acoqparisons  with  Basic  ROTC 
students  showed  differences  of  20  percent  or  more  in  this  eategory. 

Among  upperclassmen,  while  lees  than  one-third  of  eaoh  of  the 
Avanoed  Corps  groups  responded  that  military  service  was  a "Very"  or 
"Fairly  great"  eaorifioe,  usually  at  least  50  peroont  of  the  Dropout 
or  TTever  Took  groups  studied  gave  this  rssponse.  All  differences  were 
statistically  significant.  There  were  no  ooneiatent  differences  between 
pairs  of  schools. 

All  respondents  were  asked,  "How  do  you  think  your  parents  feel 
about  the  prospect  of  your  going  into  military  aervioe?"  Meet  compar- 
isons between  ROTC  students  and  non-ROTC  student*  demonstrated  that 
ROTO  etuder te  were  considerably  more  likely  than  non-ROTC  students  to 


answer  "They  would  like  me  to  go  in."  In  the  voluntary  sohoola,  among 
lowaarolaassen,  about  20  percent  of  the  Basio  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC 
students  believed  that  their  parents  would  like  then  to  go  into  service, 


while  only  between  2 percent  and  12  percent  of  the  non-ROTC  lowerolaasmen 
gave  this  zeeponee.  Among  upperolassmen,  In  the  Advmnoed  Army  ROTC  men 
answering  "They  would  like  me  to  go  in"  ranged  from  21  percent  in  High 
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Voter  vo  51  percent  in  how  Volaraf B In  cost  sobcole  about  40  oereent  of 
the  Advanoed  .oe»y  ROTO  uiudents  gave  inti  a»i  Also  responding  in 

this  manner  were  a third  of  the  Advaniud  Air  force  cadets  in  the  volun- 
tary schools,  and  isore  than  half  of  tae  Advanced  Air  Force  oadete  in 
the  oonpulsory  school  a By  comparlsoi,  aao.n  upper-class  etudsr.te  not  in 
ths  ROIC , usually  fo.ver  then  10  perse. it  felt  Mat  their  parent  a would 
lice  then!  to  go  in'  •xilit-.rj-  ov.-.^ioe  Vil  o;upariton»  of  upper~o3  -aa 
students  with  idvanoed  ROIC  students  -raro  s/  -tistioally  significant 

Ccmparis*  re  of  uohoole  wit!.-  high  and  j-cw  ROTO  enrollment  established 
»•  jnifi.oont  differences  Vat we an  Sigh  Tolar  and  Lew  Volar,  and  between 
High  Volaraf  end  Lov  Volaraf t In  both  oases.  Advanced  -.ray  HOTC  students 
ir  the  school t with  high  ROTO  enrollment  indicated  that  their  parents 
vi.  cc  It  sa  liicf'iy  to  be  pleased  about  the  possibility  of  the  .?  going  into 
military  service  than  were  the  Advanced  Army  cadets  in  the  low  enrollment 

SCjiOOlS  a 
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Item*  Hmr  do  you  think  your  parents  feel  about  the  proapeot  of  your  going 
into  military  aervioe? 


Service  in  Oenei'al 


College  students  lr  the  sample  were  presented  a series  of  questions 


dealing  with  a number  of  conditions  related  to  military  service 


eaoh  of  these  statnmente  they  wore  afeked  to  indioate  whether  they 


or  "Disagree"  with  the  statement.-.  Fcr  example,  they  were  given  the 


statement,  "Military  service  ..111  probably  he  good  for  me  in  some  -ways. 


Presented  in  this  ssotion  aro  tka  response  patterns  to  eight  items  pr®' 


seated  in  thi i manner 


Considering  the  findings  of  the  preceding  sections,  ii  should  eoma 


ae  no  surprise  that  HOTC  3-5uden\£  are  more  likely  to  take  positive  view- 


points toward  the  advantages  of  .'military  jar  vice  than  noa-ROTC  students 


What  is  perhaps  of  equal  importance,  however,  is  the  finding  that  college 


students’  attitudes*  toward  specific  aspects  of  military  service  is,  on 


the  whale,  not  especially  negatives  Among  students  not  enrolled  in  the 


RCTC,  there  appears  to  be  a general  acceptance  of  the  belief  that  certain 


acpeot'J  of  military  service  can  bs  rewar&ingo  Y.liile  they  might  generally 


agree  that  ihsy  have  something  to  lose  by  going  into  service,  they  tend 


on  the  other  nand  to  bslieve  that  in  some  ways  military  service  will  he 


Presented  below  are  eaoh  of  the  items  used  as  indicators 


of  attitudes  iowaitl  military  service 


lelativ  ily  speaking,  I have  very  little  to  lose  by  going  into 


This  item  differentiates  considerably  between  ROPC  and  non 


RCTC  groups <.  In  the  voluntary  oehools,  comparisons  between  Bsslo  ROTC 


students  and  ov/er-olasa  non-ROTC  students  indicates  olearly  that  the 


non-BOTC  students  see  themselves  losing  out  on  things  as  a result  of 


* 


military  service:.  Differences  between  uppcr-olafa  student a in  and  out 
of  the  ROTC  are  even  larger o Advanced  Corpr  *tu<!  ante , already  well  on 
their  way  to  military  ooomiseiona,  are  far  more  likely  to  agree  that 
they  have  little  to  lose  through  military  Bt-n ioe  than  are  non-ROTC  up- 
perclassmen who  are  faoed  with  military  servioe  shortly  after  college » 

There  are  oonnietcnt  diffarenceo  between  pairr  of  colleg):it  with  Advanoed 
Artay  ROTC  stuclente  in  aahecle  with  high  ROT  enrollment  lees  1 ikal j to 
agree  vh&t  they  have  little  to  lose  in  serves  than  their  counterparts  in 
eohoolo  with  low  ROTC  enrollment 0 

"’The  Armed  Forces  try  their  best  to  give  a man  a onance  to  shew  what 
he  oan  do"  - r?he  majority  of  non-ROTC  aaudenje  were  not  inclined  tc  agree 
with  this  statement,  Thor©  was,  however,  a considerable  range  of  leeponeae 
to  this  item.,  In  all  oases,  differences  between  ROTC  students  and  non-RC'TC 
Btudente  were  statistically  significant,  Y7Uth  ROTC  students  more  likely  tc 
bsliev©  that  -Jaey  would  get.  & "chance  to  chow  what  they  aan  do"  in  military 
servlooa  In  both  comparisons  between  paizu  of  voluntary  schools,  t dvanoed 
Army  eiudentE  in  the  low  enrollment  schools  to  re  more  likely  to  agree  with 
this  statement  thar  Advanced  Army  students  In  the  high  enrollment  schools 

"Military  service  will  oauee  me  to  lose  out  on  opportunities  that 
those  vho  stay  out  oan  take  advantage  of"  - Although  for  the  moot  part 
ROTC  students  were  leas  inclined  to  agrse  with  this  statement,  differences 
wore  not  as  large  as  they  were  for  the  prooeiing  items 0 Ir  comparisons 
among  lower-oViCs  students,  there  wars  few  important  differenced  between 
ROTC  and  non-ROTC  students o While  differences  did  appear  tinong  the  upper- 
class  student  groups,  they  were  not  consistently  largo  or  significants. 

There  mv o no  important  difference®  between  pairs  of  school  So 
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" iiitur/  eenioe  ie  a at?  of  sime"  AltJ^ugb  diffe renoea  appear 
batwoen  ROTG  nd  nca-RO'f  gro  ;ps- , vha  i is  o dcr  tional  interest  ia  the 

fiot  that  in  aoh  t jhool,  about  two-thirda  or  more  of  the  groups  of  Ken 
cot  in  the  RO  ?C  did  not  agree  that  n’ilitury  service  was  a rraete  of  time. 
Than  ppeaxx  to  he  general  af-iv  smant  that  time  spent  in  service,  however 
reluo . ntly,  -.ill  r.at  be  totally  wasted,  'Vhilo  difference,  between  10TC 
s truer.  •«  and  lon-ROTC  stud  on-  - ' '.re  coneitti.nt,  ROTO  students  wer-i  more 
ikoiy  to  hoi  love  i;hat  servloe  *ould  not  be  a wa^te  of  iisu,,  Thena  dif- 
fereno^e,  how »vort  ware  not  large* 

"Military  ssrvioe  will  probably  be  good  for  aw  In  some  ways’*  - 
Bsra  again,  there  ia  a general  pioturs  of  agreement  that  there  are  son# 
advantages  to  military  ssrvice*  In  most  schools,  the  proportion  of  Drop- 
outs and  Rsvsr  Took  studsnis  agreeing  with  this  statement  ranged  around 
83  percent,  Again*  ROTC  students  were  more  likely  than  non-ROTC  students 
to  agree  with  this  favorable  viow  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  differences, 
although  consistent,  were  slight, 

”*Iilitarr  «e;--ioe  gives  you  lots  of  aer  experiences  - truvol,  meet- 
ing people,  g 1: o * " - An  overwhel:  lag  rajority  of  all  groups,  ROTO  and  non" 
HOT!  i ^reed  -sith  this  statement,  Usually  alout  threo-fourha  or  more  of 
o-  eh  the  non-lOTC  groups  agreed  on  these  advantages  of  nil.tary  sorvloe. 
There  appear?:'  3c  bo  general  oo:*au*ffonoe  among  ail  groups  on  ;he  question 
of  if,  it  ary  sarvloo  offering  new  experience. <■  c 
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"Military  ?ert  ’.o®  of fere  many  financial  idvant&geB  - good  salary  t 
?%'©o  csdioal  ..are,  -to.  - Unlike  the  preoovfrtg  utatementa  about  the  ad- 
vantages of  military  awije,  tiara  >.ae  not  general  agreement  oa  the 
financial  advantage  a of  military  servioe*  "a  comparisons  of  lowe:e~oIe.as 
students  in  the  volunteer  sohcola,  there  wan  r general  tendency  for 
Basic  HOTC  sfidunta  to  agree  on  this  item  more  than  non~B0T‘C  groups. «,  In 
gonerE..*.  f ahou;  40  perse.-:.  I of  tho  Rat?i  0 EOT;.'  student's  agrees' t comps r ed 
with  about  25  pore  ant  of  lower — (lass  non-~HO  ■ students,  (in  throe  out  of 
four  schools  rfiore  the  comparison  wet  poasil)  le  Basic  Air  Force  F.OfTC 
students  were  more  i ikoly  than  ife.sic  Army  HOT  b judents  to  ags  es  that 
tt  > Armed  For.  os  offered  financial  advantage;--  Among  upper- class  students. 
Ac-round  ROTO  men  v< »wre  likely  thin  Dropouts  or  Saver  look  stud ante  to 
agree  on  th;U  iter.  In  meet  oa-us,  >;  percent  o«  more  of  the  ROTO  men 
while  about  c>o  percent  of  the  non-ROTC  men  agreed  > 

"■  Military  eerv..' jo  ia  educational  - you  ;:et  useful  training  one  orper- 
iance*  - Oaoe  agai ct  a majority  of  even  non  10TC  students  agree  on  thii: 

&«  i positive  hen.  fit-  of  military  servioea  Usual .ly  "betweei  half  and  tv©* 
thirds  of  the  non-ROTC  groups  agreed  with  this  fnstement  about  Iho  educa- 
tional benefits  oi  sflitary  ecur  io<sa  Eif snow  between  ROTC  and  non~HCTC 
student,*  on  t iis  ir-sm  were  quit®  !:..»£  0,  wit  ' I'.OTd  students-  Scale  and 
Acvinoed,  more  likely  to  agroo  inn  ron~ROX'"  t-tudeniso  2h  s»»t  oases.  Sc 
percent  or  mors  of  the  stu  . ups  agreed  with  the  ststssento 
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D. Attitudes  Tc-v  rd  thu  Army 

In  tie  pi*evlous  ee<  tier*,  s.ttiti.de»  nilit&ry  b . rv:.oe  in  gen- 

eral vfeva  extaitied  and  it  was  found  ' hat,,  v-raterer  reluctance  might  a list 
for  seme  groups  of  college  students  to  he  ir  the  Arniad  Fortes,  attitudes 
towarc  military  service  wore  not  ent:  roly  nt-g  ,tive0  In  this  seotion  we 
shall  review  attitudes  toward,  tbs  Arny  in  particular,  inso  ar  as  they  re- 
late  to  membership  or  non-membership  ir.  the  TC*  It  shou  d be  bo  no  In 
mud,  that  available  for  comparison  are  some  -ir  Force  gro  us,  and  that 
for  ti;9  most  part  these  havo  ulready  in  a senoa  rejected  tho  nrmy»  It 
shoulc  bo  cautioned,  particularly  for  this  group  of  Air  Force  HOTC 
cadet* , that  a oauee  and  effect  relationship  xe.  not  necessarily  established 
by  their  response  pattern*  to  questions  about  tho  Army,  F >r  example,  Air 
Force  oadeio  would  be  oxpaatad  to  respond  "Air  Foroo"  rather  than  Army  in 
auBwei  to  the  question,  ':Whioh  of  the  Armed  Sorv  ioes  do  yc..  think  is  moot 
2 : Jr.clj  to  efficiently  uce  your  kinds  of  skills  avi  abilities?"  After  all, 
the  skills  and  abilities  possessed  by  many  men  in  the  Air  'or oe  HOTC  were 
especially  intended  fer  the  Air  Foroe'e  use. 

Findings  of  this  seat  ion  4c  not  indicate  attitudes  oi  ;he  .•  overwhelmingly 
for  02  against  servies  in  the  Army,  On  mar.}-  ita^a,  among  students  not  in 
the  HOTC,  when  excluding  those  who  anen’ered,  ’Don't  know'  o these  items," 
the  nt-aber  responding  favorably  me  about  the  same  as  thee  i answering 
•unfavorably « It  might  bo  said,  that  those  vho  are  not  in  sither  Army  or 
A ..T  Ft  roe  HOTC  aro  about  equally  likely  to  prefer  one  Service  or  another., 

In  response  to  the  question,  "Vthich  of  the  Armed  Sorv  .oe.i  do  you  think 
io  mot t likely  to  efficiently  u:  a your  kind?  of  akille  and  abilities?",  Army 
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fe'fC  • Aidants  wax*  oonsiderably  tore  likely  than  other  student*  to  re- 
spond "Army,"  tJsutlly  about  60  percent  or  More  of  the  Advr.r.otd  RO* 
student?  gave  this  response,  while  txoa  23  to  60  percent  of  tho  Basic 
ROTS  students,  depending  on  the  school,  answered  in  this  manner,,  TT-f 
proportion  of  Dropout  and  iev&r  Took  Upper-Class  students  7 ho  fait  they 
would  ja  aoat  sffi*  Aantly  used  by  the  Arjy  <xge&  fro  a 8 t<  32  pare.-e: 
Lower- ilaea  etude/ la  not  in  the  POTC  wax  lea*  likely  to  au  awer  " /ray " 
than  u.jper-ol-i8&  D.en~lO'?C  atude>  te  . However  ; it  should  he  pointed  out 
that  t./era  wai  a high  proportion  of  Ton  t Kmow  responses  to  this  civer- 
tion  { vftea  ranging  around  40  p/  roant)  among  men  who  never  took  ROTC 
trainings  Usually  the  proportion  c?  those  rjsponding  "Army'*  in  these 
groups  was  about  the  8-ass  aa  thooe  responding  "Air  Fores" , the  othe r 
aoat  frequent/  y ohoson  response 

Bv.aio  Amy  ROIC  students  ix,  schools  whore  ROTO  is  voluntary,  and 
where  hero  are  both  Army  and  Air  Fore*  SO TC  \mits9  were  more  likely 
th  ii  B sic  r.  y ROTO  studante  ii  other  scho  .s  to  believe  that  it  is  the 
Ai'hy  t «at  mu  4 use  them  scat  efficiently*  Also,  among  Advanced  Army 
Bi'f'.  students  in  school  * where  ROTO  is  voluntary,  the  a a in  the  cohcole 
t'  ted  .«  lo-.»  tn  enrolinaat  vrtre  eigniCioantly  aore  likely  to  aaswex 
" ny"  to  tel*  itc-a  than  * hoae  in  aohoe  .s  ra  oi  high  in  enrol laont c 

The  belief  that'  on«  Cr„n  be  cent  to  the  my  !'s  Officer’  Candidate 
Sc  mol  after  graduation  from  ool  ago  ippoars  to  prevail  among  ell  groups 
of  :er  ondertv,  ROT;  and  ion-R0TC 0 Ahoxit  SO  percent  or  more  of  ovary 
gs  rip  in  tin  a ample  ane^ved  that  their  ohc.ir<ea  were  "Very”  or  "Fairly 
g of  .?  being  sent  -jo  Army  OCS  if  thoy  were  drafted  within  two  year* 


after  completing  college..  While  ROTC  atuder:  is  were  genarally  no  re 
likely  than  non-ROT  ) student 8 to  "believe  thi?,  tie  differences  were 
not  large,  since  nearly  all  groups  cverwhel u ingly  6xpeoted  they  oould 
got  into  0C3. 

lfost  students  believe  that  if  they  wer-  to  go  into  the  Aruy  the 
ohanoe.i  of  ge  -ting  into  tho  "branch  of  their  choice  would  be  "Vary"  or 
"Fair!,*  good. : While  difference  a ware  noi  consistent  among  lower-” 

dies  students,  a&ong  upper-class  students,  Advanced  Army  ROTC  cadets 
were  SK.re  lik«ly  than  uppar-olaso  non-ROTC  students  to  expect  to  get 
into  the  "branch  of  their  choice.,  Among  non-ROTC  students,  the  rate  of 
Bon  t Know!s  v7a&  high,  often  ranging  around  ?5  percento  In  spite  of 
this,  however*  usually  more  than  50  peroent  of  the  non-ROTC  stu&entc 
expeotod  to  get  Into  the  branch  of  their  ohoioe  if  they  were  to  go  into 
the  Arny» 

Presented.  to  all  respondents  was  a aericB  of  six  statements  about 
the  Army,  For  oaoh  of  the  six  statements  they  were  aBked  to  indicate 
whether  they  "Agree with  the  statement,  "Disagree"  with  it,  or  if 
neither,  to  check  "Don't  knowe"  Each  of  these  statements  in  presented 
tolcw,  with  some  discussion  of  the  findings., 

” he  opportunities  for  promotion  are  as  good  in  the  Army  as  they 
era  in  ?xny  of  the  other  Services”  “ In  most  comparisons  of  Basic  Army 
ROTC  students  with  ether  lower-class  students,  the  Basic  Army  students 
were  more  likely  to  agrae  with  this  a tat  amor  t <>  Among  uppex-olass 
student  a,  while  about  two-thirds  of  euoh  of  ,he  Advar.oed  Army  groups 
agreed  with  the  statement,  only  about  half  or  less  of  the  ether  upper- 


oil  *s  tud  iiit  groups  (including  .he  Advanced  Ait  Foroe)  agroed,  Tbs 
differences  between  group*  was  usually  account  id  for  by  -she  differ- 
ences .n  the  proportion  of  "Don't  Know"  responses,  Barely  did  do re 
than  about  20  percent  of  any  group  disagree  vritk  this  statement,  In 
short,  among  those  venturing  an  opinion,  the  opinion  was  in  fa /or  cf 
the  Anqy's  opportunities  for  promotion  relative  to  the  other  asrviose, 

" lie  kind.  ..  f <3  boipxine  a nan  ham;;  in  the  Army  helps  him  in 
latoi  lfe  ’ - The  proportion  of  all  respondents  agreeing  with  this 
statemt  nt  was  generally  high:  rven  among  groupe  of  students  not  in 

the  ROIC,  oft  n two-  -thirds  of  thorn  responded  favorably  on  the  /alue 
of  rmy  discipline  in  later  ‘life  There  wora  no  consistent  differ- 
eiiCes  song  lcwer-o  ass  students.  Hen  in  the  Advanced  ROTC,  Aray  end 
Air  Po  oe,  wave  more  likely  than  other  upper-class  students  to  agree 
tc  hi  statement,  the  proportion  of  Advanced  Coxpe  student  i ranging 
above  75  percent  in  agreement  to  this  statement, 

""he  Army  helps  you  tc  grow  up"  - There  seems  to  be  general  agree- 
nr-.v  a.  ong  ino&t  students  that  the  Arajy  helps  people  to  grow  up.  Although 
tha  concept  of  "graving  up"  i v probably  qv.it « vague,  along  .nth  the  per- 
vading belief  in  iue  value  of  dinoipi  .ne,  it  appears  to  bo  one  of  the 
positive  values  most  frequently  ascribed  o military  service,  Among 
lom,x— -..lass  student.  there  were  no  important  differences  beta  sen  ROTC 

art  no-  -ROTO  ntudenvo  on  this  item,  -Jamal ly  more  than  70  poroant  of 
each  1 wer-cls us  at  ..lent  jx-oup  agreed  that  the  "Army  helps  you  to  grew 


up  '•  hlle  rwu  in  the  Adv  .need  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  were  a ore  likely 
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to  ;gr-  e wi  tr  thia  otatamsnt,  non-BOTC  upper-clate  Biuden'SB  were  never- 
theless also  n general  agreement  with  it  (more  than  50  percent  of  those 
in  eaoh  non-BOTC  group  anapt  one), 

"A  soldi* r in  the  Army  hae  aa  ouch,  or  ncra  prestige  as  esrseone  in 
any  of  the  other  Services  " - While  Bisio  BOTC  students  are  generally 

cere  1 kely  to  agree  wive  thie  statement  than  other  lowsr-olaa*  students* 
tLte  dees  not  hold  consistently  for  all  schools*  About  forty  percent  or 
core  of  tho  Besio  Army  BOTG  etudanta  in  each  of  the  eight  t ohoola  agreed 
with  this  si  a ten  ant  3 Among  upper-cl ase  students,  differoncoo  letwesn 
men  in  the  Advanced  Army  and  others  ware  considerably  greater..  In  eaoh 
ncn-ROl’C  group  studied*  there  was  a general  vendenoy  for  the  proportion 
disagreeing  with  this  statement  to  be  el ightly  greater  than  those  agree- 
ing with  it« 

"Life  in  the  Army  is  no  worse  than  life  in  any  of  the  other  Services"  - 
Here  tea,  Basic  Army  ROTC  students  were  core  likely  to  agree  with  this 
than  other  lower-olase  students*  Also,  Advanced  Army  student*  tended  to 
agree  mere  than  other  upper— class  students*  Among  non-ROTC  students* 
usually  betvota  a third  and  a ha2f  agreed  that  Army  life  is  no  worse  than 
life  ij  the  other  Services*  Among  only  those  ’.dio  anBwe-'ed  either  "Agree" 
or  'Bit  igree"  to  thie  statement,  usually  the  proportions  for  each  statement 
wjre  divided  about  equally,  indicating  no  overwhelming  sentiment  for  or 
against  Army  life* 

"In  time  of  war,  the  ohancea  of  becoming:  a oaau&lty  aro  no  greater 
in  the  Army  than  they  ere  in  the  other  Services"  - In  spite  of  eerno  dif- 
ferences between  Army  BOTC  students  ard  othet  students  on  this  itea0 


: 


these  differe.  oes  . isre  not  oonaietent  in  non  of  th  schoola*  Where 
differenoea  did  occur,  it  vraa  usually  in  tb  t *my  HOTC  caaet£  svare 
lsaa  Jike'iy  t.ian  non-ROTC  atudente  to  beliovo  the  Arryr  had  greater 
wartime  oasua-.tiea  The  proportion  of  "Don  •,  know"  responeea  to 
this  a Aeation  often  ranges  around  20  percent  Chic  is#  of  course, 
not  surprising1  ainuc  for  nearly  all  respondents  the  question  ia  rathto 
a sp6o  .dative  on«c  the  ctual  chinoae  of  hecoenu  a wartime  casual ry 
in  any  of  the  Services  not  known  to  moat * Among  non-ROTC  atudente  ex- 
press aing  opin  on*  on  this  point,  there  was  approximately  a 50-50  splil 
in  the  "A gre®  ‘ and  "Disagree"  o&tegoriesa 
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E0  T.  e Role  of 


future  Warfare 


While  sti  dent  tsctiaions  as  to  whether  or  not  la  join  tae  HOTC  may  he 
ba36d  largely  on  attitudes  toward  military  Btr/ioa,  and  attitudes  toward 
the  Aruy,  theie  is  little  doubt  bat  the  possibility  of  future  wars  plays 
some  f.  otoz*  ir  the  ROTC  decision  Sufficient  evidence  of  this  Id  of 
ocuree  the  grtat  increase  in  ear  Ilmen t thet  took  place  in  the  ROTC 
du.-n.itg  the  Korean  V.'ar,  For  this  rep, non , a series  of  (questions  were 
assued  o detexosine  how  students  viewed  the  likelihood  of  future  wars, 
ho*  they  viewed  past  wars,  arid  their  viewe  of  the  present  and  future  role 
of  the  Army  ir;  warfare  e 

It  will  be  seen  in  this  section  that  students  tend  to  oonaider  a 
"small  war"  like  Korea  as  more  likely  to  ocour  within  the  next  ten  years 
than  a aiajor  v.ar  such  as  World  V/ar  IIU  Also,  while  a najorlty  of  these 
otudi8('  may  not  have  felt  that  t:o  Korean  War  was  not  worth  fighting, 
more  of  them  xag&rded  World  War  II  ae  worth  fightings  Finally  in  spite 
of  the  belief  by  many  that  the  role  of  the  Army  in  modem  warfare  has 
diminished,  only  a few  believe  that  the  Army  is  now  too  lar.-re* 

Questioned  as  to  "When,  if  ever,  dc>  you  think  tils  country  wil  oe 
involved  in  anotner  small'  war  such  as  the  rar  fought  in  K'rei.?’  usually 
around  60  pore  ant  of  each  of  the  groups  studied  agreed  ahat  such  ,i  war 
would  coour  within  vhe  next  ten  years 0 ’While  there  were  no  differences 
among  lowor-olxaa  g.roupe  that  were  consistent,  in  six  of  thi  er.ght 
eo:.oolfc  Advr.ncod  ROTC  student)?  ware  more  likely  than  upper- .1  an*  non-ROTC 
abidon  a to  believe  that  a "sraal  war  would  coour  within  ten  years!’ 

While  about  two-thirds  or  more  of  the  Advanced  ROTC  man  expressed  this 


A59 


opinio:- » the  proportion  of  non-ROTC  men  believing  a "small  war"  would 
occur  . ithin  this  time  usually  ranged  around  *>0  psroant* 

Ii  oontrast,  considerably  fewor  students  believed  that  within  ten 
years  here  would  bo  "another  great  ’«ar  euoh  as  World  War  II«"  In  very 
few  of  tbs  groups  studied  did  more  then  4C  percent  of  those  answering 
expect  -j.  war  within  that  period*  There  were  no  differences  within 
schooL  or  between  aohoolBu 

response  to  the  question,  "T> o you  over  gat  the  feeling  that  tha 
w:ir  in  Korea  was  not  worth  fighting?",  usually  half  or  more  in  each 
group  answered  "Never”  or  "Onoe  in  a groat  while*"  While  thore  were  no 
differ**  loss  among  lower*  class  students » among  upper-olass  college  men. 
Army  aj.d  Air  Faroe  Advanced  ROTC  cadets  tended  moro  to  approve  of  the 
Korean  V'ar  than  non-ROTC  students*  While  the  proportion  of  Advanced 
Corps  r tudensa  i-eeponse3  in  the  above-mentioned  oatagoriea  was  about 
tv-o-th  rds,  usually  closer  to  ons-h&if  of  upper-olaaomen  not  in  the 
ROTC  •j.vdicated  they  rarely  or  never  considered  j/a  Korean  War  worth- 
while* 

Nearly  all  groups  overwhelmingly  agreed  that  '.'arid  War  II  ms 
"wrevth  fighting  " Never  did  fewer  than  two-thirds  of  any  group  fail  to 
indie a- e that  they  considered  World  War  II  "not  worth  fighting"  either 
"never'  or  "only  once  in  a great  vailec"  There  were  no  consistent  dif- 
ferences within  different  gi'oupa  in  the  same  school,  or  between  schools.. 

The  belief  that  "revolution:1  ry  developments*  * ,in  warfare"  has 
diminished  the  importance  of  the  Anay  is  held  by  a majority  of  all  re- 

f\  »-  >rv*j 

sponee  groups  *»roept  m«r*  currently  in  tho^SCTCo  "tuuSnie  in  mho  Air 
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force  -0TC  _,t  the  time  of  the  study,  as  wail  es  students  who  were  ever 
In  the  Air  Force  m r-a  most  likely  to  beli-jv  the',  the  Army  has  diminished 
in  Import  an  oe  Among  men  who  w*.  re  either  newer  in  the  ROTC  or  Artay  drop- 
outs, usually  -.bout  half  fait  that  the  Army  was  of  less  importance.  Among 
can  in  the  Amy  ROT-1  at  the  time  of  the  stu  r,  bout  a third  of  the  B&bIo 
stuuerv.a  agreed  with  this*  In  e-iac  of  the  ought  collages,  fewer  than  20 
percent  of  the  Advanced  Army  students  thought  u Array  was  lees  important. 
In  the  voluntary  schools,  Advanced  Army  students  in  High  Volar  and  High 
Yolara.'  wero  -ore  prone  to  believe  the  Army  w&e  of  lees  importance  than 
were  their  counterparts  in  low  Volar  and  Low  Yolaraf, 

Not  mere  nhan  a third  of  the  students  in  ary  group,  ROTC  or  non-E0TC9 
believed  that  "in  view  of  pretent  world  conditions",  the  Army  was  too 
large,  V'hlle  generally  fewer  than  10  percent  of  the  men  enrolled  in  the 
Army  ROTC  half  this  view,  these  not  in  the  ROTC  holding  this  view  often 
ranged  arouna  one  in  four.,  There  were  no  important  differences  between 


school? 
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IV  c ATTITUDES  TOWARD  THE  ROTG 

A « Some  General  '•■*.  .?  Aides  Toward  '-he  ROT 

In  this  auction  the  results  of  some  items  dealing  with  attitudes 
tcwa.-d  the  FOTO  are  presented.  Although  the  questions  were  worded  so 

ae  to  elioil  responees  dealing  with  the  ROTC  issue  aa  a whole,  there 
is  little  doubt  that  students  tended  to  think  :a»re  in  terns  of  the 
looal  rather  than  the  over— all  national  picture.  In  spite  of  what 
was  sometime  a described  a3  serious  movements  to  eliminate  the  ROTC 
from  the  gui rieul a of  some  of  the  colleges  visited,  it  will  he  seen 
that  euoh  movements  have  not  bean  manifested  by  a high  rate  of  anti- 
ROTC  reaponte  to  the  questionnaire,  Needless  to  say,  it  is  the  men 
enrolled  in  tho  ROTG,  particularly  the  Advanced  Corps,  whose  responses 
were  moot  favorable  on  this  isyue„ 

The  que  stion,  "How  important  do  you  think  it  is  to  national 
eeourity  the  t there  be  an  native  ROPC  in  American  col!tog68?"  demon- 
a traced  thal  college  students  studied  were  overwhelmingly  in  favcr 
of  a college  EOTC  program  insofar  as  national  eeourity  is  concerned. 

In  every  group  in  ever;/’  school  , the  proportion  answering  "Very''  or 
"Fairly  important"  wae  greater  than  60  percent o The  proportion  of 
ROTC  students  giving  these  responses  exceeded  80  percent  with  one  ex- 
ception. ("his  single  exception,  Ban  to  Air  Force  ROTC  utudents  in  High 
Comp  raf,  1 » distinguished  throughout  this  and  succeeding  sections  by 

thei:,'  negative  attitudes  toward  tho  ROTG  in  general.)  While  men  in 
the  idvanoec.  Corpa  were  more  likely  than  others  to  respond  positively 
to  the  ROTC  ao  part  of  national  eeourity „ the  difference*  were  not 
large,  owing  to  the  high  concurrence  on  this  point. 


I6d 

Thy  compulsory  versus  voluntary  nature  of  the  ROTC  hue  ‘long  '-sea 
a source  cf  debat  or.  silage  oaopuaes,  particularly  on  those  campuses 
where  two  ytara  of  ROTC  is  required  of  all  eligible  male  students!.  In 
spits  of  occasional  movimenta  among  student  bodies  to  make  the  ROTC 
voluntary  where  it  is  now  compulsory,  only  in  a few  placed  hao  tbit 
actually  been  done,,  Respondents  in  nil  oolleges  studied  were  askea 
so  indicate  their  preference  for  the  arrangement  under  which  HOTC 
a hoi’  d be  given 0 While  four  categories  wore  presented,  ranging  in 
ohiioe  from  two  years  compulsory  ROTC  to  no  RO'iC  in  schools  other  than 
military  eoinuls,  the  vast  majority  of  responses  fell  into  two  oate- 
g© rise  ~ "All  men  in  college  should  b®  required  to  take  at  la ant  two 
yeara  of  ROTO"  and  "Her.  in  college  should  have  the  opportunity  to 
volunteer  fer  vm  years  of  ROTC,  but  shouldn't  be  required  to  take 
itv"  Since  the  situation  Riff are  depending  on  the  nature  of  the 
aohcxla,  the  dissuasion  below  will  deal  with  tbs  compulsory  and  volun- 
tary sohcole  separately.; 

Among  raaii)  Array  and  Air  Force  atuder.  i a in  the  four  colleges  having 
two  jaa rs  oi  compulsory  BGTC  training,  in  seven  out  of  eight  of  the 
groups  examined,  between  20  and  50  percent  believed  in  two  ysars  of 
compulsory  ROTC,  (Orly  14  percent  of  the  Basis  Army  students  at  Eigh 
Comp  a r •win;  ad  compulser,  ROTC  0 ) For  the  most  part*  sentiment  among 
Basic  ROTC  oadets  ranged  about  to  - in  favor  of  two  years  voluntary 
ROTC  compare!  with  two  years  cf  compulsory  ROTCs  Among  Dropouts  in 
these  schools,  iho  ratio  or  those  favoring  voluntary  to  ooopuieory  ROTC 
compared  with  two  yearc  of  compulsory  R0TCo  Anting  Dropoui’s  in  theea 

I 
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echocls,  the  ratio  of  those  favoring  volur  ary  to  oompulsory  ROTC  was 
at  least  3 "to  1 in  eix  of  the  Dropout  groups,  and  about  2 to  1 in  the 
other  two-, 

Among  Advanced  ROTC  cadets,  in  the  compulsory  school#,  Army  and 
Air  force,  compulsory  ROTC  was  general ly  favored  to  voluntary®  In  all 
but  low  Coapar,  about  half  the  Advanced  Arty  favored  compulsory  ROTG, 
compered  to  a third  who  favored  two  years  cf  a voluntary  i>rogram0  In 
Law  rompar,  ?8  percent  were  for  two  years  ooapvlsory,  compared  with 
hut  1?  percent  who  wanted  the  .-wo  year*  on  a voluntary  banis®  Advanced 
Air  force  cadets  in  the  two  Comparaf  colleges  differed  widely  from  eaoh 
other  on  this  issue®  Sixty-two  percent  of  t lines  in  the  High  enrollment 
school  were  for  the  compulsory  program,  ooapared  with  36  percent  in  the 
Loir  enrollment  eohocl® 

In  the  four  voluntary  colleges  included  in  this  stud;',  among  all 
groups,  voluntary  ROIC  was  preferred  to  the  compulsory  program®  Among 
Basic  ROTC  students,  only  between  9 and.  16  percent  of  the  groups  studied 
were  for  the  two  year  ocmpuleory  program,  compared  with  about  70  percent 
or  me ce  favo-ing  the  voluntary  program®  In  none  of  the  groups  of  stu- 
dents not  in  the  ROTC  (Dropouts  and  Sever  lock)  at  the  tins  of  the 

t 

study  did  the  proportion  favoring  compulsory  ROTC  exceed  ten  percent® 

Army  and  Air  Force  Advanood  students  in  the  two  YoIa:-af  colleges 
split  in  eao.i.  group  about  one-fourth,  for  tbs  oompulecry  program  and  70 
percent  for  5he  voluntary  program®  There  was  & groat  differenoe  be- 

u 

tween  the  two  Volar  colleges®  In  High  Volar,  only  six  percent  were  for 
tho  compulsory  program  with  89  percent  for  the  voluntary  program® 
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compared  wit.a  36  percent  of  ike  Advanced  A ray  cadets  in  Lew  Volar  favor- 
ing tie  fo».«r  and  61  percent  favoring  the  1-.  tt/.r<, 

All  students  'rare  asked  to  answer  for  aoth  the  Arm/  ROTC  and  the 
Air  Force  ROTC  fir:  schools  which  had  a unit),  "Freni  what  you  have 
heard,  do  yo x think  four  years  in  the  ROTC  helps  a man  to  do  a better 
job  in  military  service 7''  As  would  be  expioted,  ROTC  men  more  than. 
non-ROTC  men  agree-!  that  it  hejpe  "A  great  deal  0 " Only  a very  few  re- 
spondents in  any  of  the  groups  studied  did  not  feel  that  four*  year*  of 
ROTO  was  net  at  least  a little  ne.'(p  in  military  aervlaec  In  meat  ROTC 
groups,  half  or  more  of  the  students  answered  that  four  years  of  ROTC 
helps  "a  gre.it  deal”  Ovmpared  with  about  a third  of  the  respondents  in 
each  of  the  non-BOTC  groups o Raeper.sea  to  the  name  question  dealing 
with  four  years  of  Air  Force  produced.  appmima-,ely  the  same  results 
in  these  schools  with  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  units  (there  was  a sig- 
nificant ine  .‘©e.et*  among  Advanced  Air  Fordo  ROTC  in  the  Cor-paraf 
colleges ) o 

Two  years  of  ROTC  training  in  the  Army  or  Air  Force  is  not  re- 
garded by  nearly  as  many  as  be'-  ng  "a  groat  leol’'  of  ub®  in  military 
service  - This  response  was  given  by  only  a tout  1 ir.  3 men  enrolled  in 
the  ROTC,  and  by  fewer  than  20  percent  of  the  man  not  enrolled  in  the 

ROTC  3 

"he  wisdom  of  Advanced  Army  ROTC  cadets  in  taking  four  years  of 
P.OTC  was  doubted  by  only  a few  students o Most  otudenta  expressing  an 
opinion  on  the  subject  irdloated  either  that  a nan  taking  Advanoed  Army 
ROTC  training  had  made  a wise  ohoioe'1  or  had  me.de  "neither  & wise  nor 


A?1 


foolish  ohoio«c.M  There  was  a high  rat*  of  "Ijou  t know"  responses  to 
thi*  question  oeoj  g all  groups  exoept  those  5n  uhe  Advanced.  Artay* 
often  ranging  around  25  peroenv  and  30  pare  exit  „ The  only  consistent 
patterns  of  response  on  this  ins*  was  tha  gr^ateT  likelihood  of  Ad- 
vanced Army  ROTC  student e agreeing  '.hat  theirs  was  a wise  choice 
(no re  than  70  percent  of  all  Advanced  Army  g7  0ups)„ 


Ta'ole 


9-AI 


In  the  previous  aeotion,  student  t U : :dtef  toward  the  iiO'PC  in  go. 


erai  wait  examined.  Hare  we  aha]  i lo;k  at  ihooo  atsiiudsa  jiuofar  aa  thuy 


relate  "tc  the  particular  oacrpua  where  the  atuden  ; iw  attending  collage.  It 


iri2  . Be  eeen  that  t none  of  the  oaffipi.se*  vaere  whe  study  was  done  w& 


ihe  HOTC  negative.’.;,  regarded  by  tho  majority.,  Among  tfcotn*  jxpvesting 


opiniono,  even  tt  .»ae  not  enrol ? eh  :n  ha  -0?C,  the  Awaf.  HOT 


a lie  ua 


Questlovod  ~ t o whether  ‘ hey  chougit  xi  a gtod  idea  to  ltriv*  an 


on  than  campus,  a '.a&joz:.  y i.:  a.  1 apMupa  jolleved  the  ROTC  to  b* 


a "Hecaueary”  or  "Good  thing 


Mar.  enrolled  in  the  ROTC  at  the  time  of 


te  B-cudy  were  of  cruree  conn..e.erably  no  oe  likely  than  the  .there  to 


oxp'.ese  tare  op  in  .y.^  Among  Raea.0  ftO'-'C  j.udente.  at  least  hree-foux;hn 


of  every  group*  exoept  for  Saw  to  A ray  Sigh  Compar  and  Basic  Air  Force 


Hig  Conparaf,  thought  the  PO’C  mu  a:  2 east  a 


>eo4  thing 


van  ea  ROTO  cadet n*  Arnsy  and  Air  Ft  rc«f  ui  nearly  every  gw  >.pf  the  pro 


port  ion  expressing  ihia  opinion  exceed  a 30  percrar  t. 


.lout  wt~tbirda 


.he  me  i ut  each  f the  non  BO’rC 


v n campuec 


In  a aisailar  b ■bjoot  area,  a 3 a udmxn  were  asked-  "A  1 thing® 


oorv  idere  ifl  do  you  -dink  the  V»  S Jc>  ennwnt  it  getting  it  money  * 


worth  fro  a the  RC  at  this  college?"  TuXc  question  -waa  as  ei  for  the 


bemy  ROTC  a-,  all  io  leges*  and  for  she  A , -rqy  and  Air  Force  R >TC  at  col 


which  had  both  p3vgr<;fflfi 


every  group,  a ®a  onxy 


agr  :ed  thv>  t e gcwvmmont  w gc  t Lng  ' c.  no ney  e worth  f n u both  the 


Only  uneng  non  enrollod  in  th»  1 ir  Faroe 


l i-.U  . ' ’ -O  :i  utrs  there  CIO M*  til# 

(o  . djTutof'  - urn.  g*»*  ang  i*.  aoao,.  » wor’ h"  fctna  -fche  Air  force  i-uan 
'ton  tne  a.;^,  ‘I ►.  v *<.re  ,i,'-  fforenoeo  V,  hwtB  aen  in  the  INC  *114 

uen  not  f the  RO'^C  Tbs'*  oj  « some  indications  that  man  In  the  fctuic 
\ - ''  > a «OaC  ' o Jiapul » -»ry  * ’■■o  /'a  e,r*  'see  favorable  to  •tebfe  Array 
: "...;oii  n.  :ther  b*.«:o  .•  'TO  s 'unt»c  . While  '.here  wove  a few 

»l*r.  *icfu,  i'r/;  n i wet:  S3-  a1  er  these  w8;o*  not  oonaititanT  in 

Thai i*  dtreoti&ri0 

.•i»,3u  aa  ,q  wb- the  r.ej  - a?  * tb&:  Arair  school  oouls?  take  once 

• n »u«tr  Awjj  fide*  aiaouij  no  g cap  at  any  of  the  school  it  <?.it  iu»r* 

'-•han  - thi  f ieolare  that'  they  could  cot  -sake  pride  in  its  Aoongr  aer. 
in  ;b<'  Bae*  o ~ay  ROTC . t.:.oac  unrol  l oi  where  the  program  is  srlurtarj 
were  lucre  likely  to  Indicate  pride  in  their  30T0  than  taoee  5^.  tc* 
eonpulaory  SviooiSo  Moat  of  these  not  ir-dioa ting  that  'heir  school 
oould  tate  pride  ir.  the  HOTC  reported  Ann*  ead  that  they  nee^  be  "neit » er 
proud  nor  ascaaedc’  Thle  ijffereuea  between  aoi.oolB  did  no‘.  coour  eav.og 
the  ray  A:.ft»noaa  Corps  g"uo.er.  a,  tt-ost  o?  who®  indicated  pride  in  tie  ? 
units  > 

Aason g non-ROTC  studecta,  there  wae  considerable  variation  in.  le- 
sponwe  pattern*  from  aohua,  to  school  and  from  group  to  groups  Among 
schools  wiin  Air  s'orce  an:  -an  a ma^ori-sy  of  those  an  the  Air  -?oroe „ * th 
'he  exception  of  ®o»  ■ n the  Baelo  and  / dvanned  Air  i'o'^oe  HO,f,C  in  Hagto 

Cotti  f’iaf , x*epordeA  'hox-c  t-  ;hool  could  al  e pride  in  the  knap  HO?Cs 

• -tong  those  nob  i*i  ©i  her  ?.0TC,  Dropovr.s#  end  Sever  Took  students*  there 
vao  no  oons latent  pattern  whateoaror > 
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The  wearing  o * un 1 f onre  in  ' ua  BOTC  zm  evidently  not  a oouroe  of 
resentment  on  the  part  of  men  who  are  in  the  ROTC  or  those  not  in  the 
ROT0tt  Asked,  if  they  would  be  more  approving  or  lea*  approving  of  the 
ROTC  if  uniforms  were  never  worn,  only  a few  in  any  group  declared  they 
would  be  lees  appsovinga  In  the  oaae  of  those  in  the  Basic  program* 
more  answered  they  would  be  less  approving  of  the  ROTC  if  they  did  not 
wear  uniforms  than  ana  .-ered  either  "aora"  or  that  it  made  no  difference 
in  their  views-.  A majority  of  all  the  Advanced  Corpe  students  indicated 
they  would  be  leas  approving  if  there  were  no  unifoma.  Advanoed  Army 
students  in  low  enrollment  eohoole  tended  to  favor  the  wearing  of  uni- 
forms more  than  those  in  the  high  enrollment  eohoole 0 

Among  men  not  in  the  ROTC*  the  moet  frequent  response  was  that  it 
would  not  make  any  difference  in  their  opinion  of  the  ROTC  , However* 
examining  only  thoae  who  answered  eithei*  "more"  ar  "Iobb",  in  nearly 
every  case  the  proportion  in  favor  of  the  uniforma  was  greater  than 
those  opposed. 

Advice  to  a younger  brother  about  to  enter  college  about  whether 
or  not  to  Join  the  Army  ROTC  varies  with  the  ROTC  status  of  the  person 
giving  that  advice*  and  to  a leaser  extant*  the  aohool  in  whioh  the  ad- 
visor is  attending..  In  every  school,  40  percent  of  more  of  the  men  in 
the  Besio  Army  ROTC  would  advise  a younger  brother  to  Join  the  Army  R0TC„ 
In  three  of  the  four  voluntary  »o  tools,  this  proportion  exceeds  60  per- 
cents Among  the  advanoed  Army  students,  about  70  peroent  or  more  would 
so  advise  a younger  brothers 


f 

I 


( 
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Air  Foroe  EOTC  students  wore  ooaeiderably  lees  inolined  to  suggest 
that  a younger  brother  Join  tae  ’nay  ROTC,  aa  wore  Dropouta  and  Never 
Took  students*  Array  Dropouts  in  eouools  whore  ROTC  is  oompulecry  wore 
more  likely  to  advise  a younger  brother  to  join  the  Army  ROTC  than 
Army  Dropout#  In  sohoole  where  ROTC  is  voluntary* 


I 


I 

I 

J 


It*--*;  Do  y chi  -ihirX  *h®  itny  RWC  on  tbie  oaaipua  is  sanstblng  in  irhiofc  this  eohool 
talc®  prid®? 

F®rc»nt  an*»®ringi  "H®®d  bs  n®ithar  proud  nor  ashanad'’  ox«  HYa®,  oan  tak®  pride,," 


ctnO 

~><Q 


Xt«<as  A3 1 thing*  ocnsidsrsd,  do  you  think  tho  U„S,,  gov*TtuB*n'»  is  getting  Its  nosey ”0  worth 
from  ths  HOfC  at  this  college? 
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It***  75o  you  think  you  would  bs  w»r*  approring  of  th*  BOTC  on  oupui  If  lh*y  nrr or 
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Vo  ATTITUDES  TOWARD  HOTC  01  HEN  ENROLLED  Uf  THE  PBOGfRAM 


A , Basic  and  Advuic*»<  Cadets  Attitude  Tc-.-i.rd  HOTC 

A series  of  questions  wex'e  asked  of  men  enrolled  in  the  Army  and 
Air  Faroe  ROTC  to  determine  whether  or  not  they  had  any  regret*  about 
biting  in  the  program  in  wLioh  they  were  enrolled*  The  sharpest  differ-- 
enoes  noted  in  this  eeriee  were  those  between  the  men  in  the  eohools 
where  HOTC  la  compulsory  oossp&rvd  with  those  ir  the  B.0TC  where  the 
program  is  voluntary.  Particularly  among  aer.  in  the  Baeva  ROTC  pro- 
grams, those  who  were  oo^jpolled  to  be  in  the  ROTC  were  more  likely  than 
thosa  voluntarily  enrolled  to  express  the  wish  not  to  be  in  the  ROTC  at 
the  present  time,, 

A*k*ds  "Bo  you  ever  regrot  that  you  are  in  the  Army  Coa*  Air  Foroe) 
ROTC?,"  between  a fourth  and  a ivalf  of  the  Basic  Array  students  in  the 
oigfc  oollsge*.  responded  1 have  alao.it  never  angretted  ito"  In  aohool® 
vrher&  there  war  a2*o  ar.  A .v  Faroe  ROTO',  Basic  Air  Force  cadets  were  bo  re 
likely  than  Basie  Aney  oadsts  t>.»  report  that  thoy  almost  never  had.  re- 
grets about  be  lag  in  the  ROTC0  In  this  oatge,  there  were  no  sharp  differ- 
ences between  student*  in  voluntary  schools  and  those  in  compulsory 
a oho. vis , However,  there  ie  some  evidence  that  there  was  less  dissatis- 
fied Aon  about  being  in  the  Basit  HOTC  among  thoee  who  had  a greater 
Qholoaa  T:iva , satisfaction  m*  highs.it  among  Basic  RfTC  students  in  the 
Volaraf  colleges,  where  they  could  decide  whether  or  not  to  ^oin  the 
ROTC,  and  then  decide  which  ROTC  to  Join*  Or,  the  ether  hand,  Basic  Array 
students  la  the  Compar  aoiiools,  whore  there  was  no  oheios,  were  lowest 


in  satisfaction 
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•Among  the  Advanced  ROTC  students,  in  meet  oaose,  more  than  half  of 
the  students  in  each  of  the  Advanoed  Corps  groups  studied  indioated  no 
regrets  about  being  in  the  ROTC „ The  single  exoeption  among  the  Ad- 
vanoed Army  ROTC  groups  was  at  I igh  Volar,  where  only  38  percent  ex- 
pressed this  opinion 

Ciuestioned  aa  to  whether  or  not  they  would  drop  out  of  the  ROTC  if 
they  had  the  opportunity  to  do  bo  without  any  trouble,  among  8asio  ROTC 
students,  those  in  the  oompulsory  schools  were  somewhas  more  likely 
than  those  in  tho  voluntary  schools  to  report  that  they  wouldo  Usually 
more  than  40  peroent  of  the  B&eio  ROTC  students  in  the  oompulsory 
schools  expressed  this  view,  compared  with  less  than  25  peroent  of  the 
Basic  ROTC  students  (except  at  Lew  Volar) o Thsre  were  no  important 
differences  between  Basic  A.roy  and  Basic  Air  Force  students  on  this 
item<  Among  Advanoed  ROTC  students,  except  for  those  at  High  Volar, 
fewer1  than  15  peroent  in  eaoh  group  expressed  the  wish  to  drop  out  of 
the  ROTC.,  At  High  Volar,  20  peroent  of  the  Advanced  ROTC  students  in- 
dicated a dee ire  to  drop  R0TCc 

To  test  whether  or  not  they  would  have  preferred  another  ROTC 
program  to  one  they  were  in,  the  following  questions  were  asked  1 

For  students  in  aohools  with  only  Army  ROTCi 

If  there  had  been  an  Air  Force  ROTC  unit  here,  would  you 
have  preferred  to  Join  that  instead  of  the  Army  ROTC? 

For  students  in  schools  with  both  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTCi 
If  you  had  been  able  to,  would  you  have  preferred,  to 
Join  the  Air  ForoG  (or  Army)  ROTC? 


1?1 


The  greatest  differences  on  these  it  amt  were  hetman  Army  RCTC 
students  in  sohools  with  only  an  Army  program,  and  Anay  EOTC  studentn 
in  schools  with  bosh  Army  and  Air  Force  units,,  iVhere  there  was  only 
Army  EOTC  training,  usually  about  half  or  mere  of  even  those  in  the  ad- 
vanced Amy  ROTC  reported  that  they  would  have  liked  to  join  the  Air 
Fore*  program  On  the  other  hand,  relatively  few  of  the  Amy  cadets 
in  schools  with  both  units  indicated  a preference  for  ths  Air  Force0 

In  sohools  wi' h both  Amy  aid  Air  Foroe  ROTO  units  ? Advanced  Ax»y 
men  more  than  those  in  the  Basic  Army  reported  a preference  fey  the 
Air  Foroe  R0TCo  Part  of  the  explanation  fox  this  lisa  in  the  responses 
to  Ike  next  item  presented,,  In  two  of  the  sohools  with  Air  Foroe  ROTC 
unite,  about  20  p&roeivc  of  the  students  in  the  Advanced  Army  ROTC  had. 
at  one  time  applied  for  the  Air  Foroe  prograao  Kiis  is  evidently  a 
reflection  of  the  praotioe  in  ao:ie  schools  of  permitting  students  to 
transfer  to  the  Advanood  Army  ROTC  after  two  years  of  Be sic  Air  Foroe 
R0TCo  This  has  been  espeeiaHy  ;ruo  sinoe  the  Air  Foroe  requirement  of 
a five-year  enlistment  was  incti-.utedo  Mary  who  either  would  not,  or 
oould  not  enter  the  Advanced  Air  Force  ROTC  were  permitted  to  request 
the  Alvanoed  Army  ROTC  instead.. 

An  examination  of  the  responses  of  Dropout  students  in  sohools 
with  tray  aid  Air  Foroe  units  shows  that  Army  Dropouts  in  these  sohools 
were  -acre  likely  to  report  that  they  had  preferred  Air  Force  ROTC  than 
were  Air  Foroe  Dropouts  to  report  that  they  would  have  preferred  the 
A siAj  ROTCo  There  is  no  indioatim  tha'-  many  of  the  Army  Dropouts  had 
aver  applied  for  Air  Foro®  R0T0o  Also*  no  more  than  a third  of  any 
Axcjy  Dropout  group  indicated  that  they  might  have  taken  advanced  ROTC 
had,  t'uoy  bean  in  the  Air  Foroe  R0TCo 

j 
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\{  Asked  at  Compar  and  Volar  eohools, 

2 / Asked  at  ComparaT  and  Volaraf  schools  „ 


In  this  scot ion,  the  HOTC  will  he  examined  from  the  point  of  view 
of  a oollef*  oouree,  rather  than  as  preparation  for  a military  nnmmle 
slon.  It  will  hs  seen  that  as  a course  of  study,  the  Basio  HOTC  in 
particular  is  regarded  as  an  "easy  course",  or,  to  employ  the  phrase 
used  by  msny,  "a  gut  oouree,"  Keverthelese,  it  will  also  he  seen  that, 
particularly  In  schools  where  HOTC  ie  compulsory,  complaints  about  the 
ROTC  are  frequent. 

Asked  about  the  ease  or  difficulty  of  ROTC  oourses  oompared  with 
other  oourses  they  had  taken,  it  was  evident  that  for  many  the  ROTC 
oourses  are  eonsidered  either  "muoh  easier"  or  "a  little  easier"  than 
others.  The  proportions  varied  considerably  from  sohool  to  sohool. 

In  the  compulsory  sohools  especially,  students  who  had  dropped  the  pro- 
gram after  two  years  were  more  likely  than  Advanced  Corps  students  to 
regard  the  ROTC  course  as  being  easier  than  others  they  had  taken, 

Basio  ROTC  students  were  about  as  likely  as  the  Dropouts  to  share  this 
new.  It  is  possible  that  the  Advanced  Corps  oadets  were,  in  ques- 
tion# referring  to  the  oourses  given  in  the  Advanced  rather  than  In  the 
Basio  Course,  Still,  Advanced  Corps  students  were  more  likely  to  th^wv 
of  the  ROTC  as  a course  easier  rather  than  more  difficult  than  most. 

In  the  voluntary  sohools  differences  between  groups  of  students 
showed  different  patterns.  In  two  of  the  voluntary  sohools  studied. 
High  Volar  and  Low  Volaraf , there  were  no  Important  differences  among 
groups  in  the  same  sohool.  In  Low  Volar,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  the 
upper-olaae  etudente  not  in  the  ROTC,  Dropouts  and  IT  ever  Took,  who  were 


swat  likely  to  r«|ud  tha  20TC  aa  an  easy  oouras.  In  High  Tolaraf , 
atudanta  who  never  took  HOTC  wara  laaat  llkoly  to  regard  it  aa  aaay 
It  will  ha  observed  also,  that  jin  arary  oomparlson  of  groups  hatwaai 


High  and  Low  Tolar,  students  in  High  Tolar  wara  oonaldarahly  more 
llkaly  than  thoaa  in  Low  Tolar  to  ooaaidar  HOTC  as  aa  aaay  oouraa. 

Coaparlaona  of  alailar  questions  on  tha  aaaa  of  HOTC  oouraoo 
daaling  with  Aray  aad  Air  To  roe  courses,  ahow  that  in  thraa  of  tha 
four  aohoola  offoriag  both  programs  thara  ara  no  laportant  dlfforanoaa 
in  tha  aaaa  or  diffioulty  with  whioh  aithar  oouraa  ia  examined.  In  High 
Ooaaraf , Air  Toroe  I0T0  ia  ragardad  as  haiag  nor a difficult  than  Aray 
ROTO.  It  will  ha  remembered  that  it  had  haaa  previously  observed 
that  tha  Basio  Air  Toroa  HOTC  students  at  this  sohool  ariianoad  lasa 
anthusiaaa  for  tha  program  than  any  othar  HOTC  group o 

Haarly  all  atudanta  questioned  about  tha  Talus  of  tha  Basio  Army 
HOTC  oouraa  rsportad  that  it  at  laaat  taught  "a  littla  worth  knowing", 
vary  fa w indicating  that  it  taught  "praotieally  nothing  worth  knowing,, " 
In  oompariaons  within  aohoola,  among  lower-  olaaa  atudanta  in  tha 
voluntary  aohoola,  usually  about  half  of  tha  Baaio  HOTC  atudanta  (ex- 
cept in  High  Tolar)  considered  tha  Basie  Course  as  teaohing  "a  groat 
deal  worth  knowing."  Army  Advanced  Corps  atudanta  wara  more  llkaly  than 
othar  upperolassman  (inoluding  Advanoed  Air  Toroa  HOTC)  to  believe  that 
tha  Baaio  Army  oouraa  taught  "a  great  deal  worth  knowing."  Comparisons 
between  aohoola  indicate  that  atudanta  in  Low  Tolar  oonsi dared  tha  Basio 


Any  courses  as  being  more  useful  than  those  in  High  Tolar 
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A considerable  differeroe  bitwean  the  compulsory  and  voluntary 
oolleges  In  thair  response  patterns  was  evldenoed  by  the  results  of 
the  following  question,  "One  sometimes  hears  complaints  about  various 
oourses  In  oollege.  Bo  you  think  that  oostplalnts  about  the  Basio  ROTC 
oourses  in  this  oollege  are  more  frequent  or  less  frequent  than  com- 
plaints about  other  courser?"  While  there  were  a few  differences 
within  schools  on  this  question,  the  most  striking  feature  of  the 
results  is  the  relatively  high  proportion  of  those  in  the  voluntary 
sohools  who  reported  oomplalnts  about  the  Basio  HOTC  oourses  as  being 
"more  frequent"  than  oomplalnts  about  other  oourses e Exoept  for  the 
Advanced  Army  and  Advanced  Air  Force  groups  in  the  two  Comparaf  col- 
leges, about  60  perosnt  of  saoh  of  ths  groups  in  ths  compulsory  col- 
leges answered  "more  frequento"  In  the  voluntary  schools,  on  the 
other  hand,  rarely  did  more  than  a third  of  any  group  bslleve  these 
oostplalnts  to  be  more  frequent*,  It  is  likely  that  the  compulsory  na- 
ture of  the  BOTC  makes  complaint*!  about  ths  required  oourses  more 
salient  among  all  studsntsc 
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While  Basio  ROTC  students  nay  feel  that  they  are  learning  some  use- 
ful things  in  the  BOTC,  they  are  nerertheless  erltloal  of  the  instruotlon 
in  leadership,  the  lack  of  praotloe  as  opposed  to  theory,  and  in  the  oom- 
puleozy  sohools  especially,  of  the  amount  of  oloae  order  drill*  Insofar 
as  BOTC  uniforms  are  ooooemed,  Air  Force  Basio  students  are  olearly  more 
pleased  with  the  uniform  they  wear  thar.  Army  Baalo  students » 

Aaked  whether  the  subjects  being  taught  in  the  BOTC  include  the  kinde 
of  things  they  had  hoped  to  be  taught,  about  80  percent  or  acre  of  all  the 
Basio  BOTC  groups  studied  agreed  that  most,  or  at  least  some  of  them  are a 
In  High  Compar,  however,  only  $4  percent  of  the  Basio  Army  appeared  at  all 
satisfied  with  the  oontent  of  the  courses*  There  were  no  consistent  dif- 
ferences between  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force  oadets  on  this  item* 

Among  Basio  Army  students  lr  particular,  students  were  likely  to 
feel  that  the  amount  of  training  that  they  were  getting  in  leadership  was 
insufficient*  Only  between  30  and  45  percent  of  the  Baalo  Army  students 
agreed  that  they  were  getting  sufficient  training  in  leadership,  while  in 
sohools  with  both  Army  and  Air  Foroe  units.  Air  Foroe  students  were  more 
likely  than  Army  students  to  feel  that  they  were  getting  enough  training 
in  leaders hip* 

Exoept  at  High  Comparaf , only  about  a third  or  less  of  the  Basio 
BOTC  students  felt  that  the  instruotlon  given  in  the  BOTC  ooureee  was  not 
as  good  as  the  instruotlon  they  reoeived  in  other  ooursee0  At  High  Com- 
paraf, more  than  half  of  both  the  Basio  Army  students  and  the  Basio  Air 
Foroe  students  were  oritioal  of  the  instruction  in  BOTC* 
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Asked  about  the  amount  of  oloss  ordor  drill  they  wore  reoalving, 

Beslo  students  in  ths  oonpuleory  colleges  ware  nor*  likely  to  fool  that 
they  were  getting  too  muoh  drill  than  Basle  BOTC  studonta  in  tha  volun- 
tary sohools.  In  moat  of  the  groups  in  tha  oooipulaos|r  sohools,  about 
40  poroont  or  nor*  reported  that  they  were  getting  too  muoh  drill,  com- 
pared with  laaa  than  a fourth  of  all  the  voluntary  g?oupa  hut  one  (High 
Volar)  oho  gave  thia  response, 

evaluating  tha  aaount  of  theory  taught  in  their  BOTC  ooureea 
ooapared  with  tha  aaount  of  praotioe,  in  every  Basin  BOTC  group  studieA, 
ao re  students  believed  that  they  were  getting  too  aaoh  theory  than  fait 
that  they  ire  re  getting  too  muoh  praotioe.  In  most  eases,  tha  nuaiber  be- 
lieving that  they  ware  getting  "Too  auoh  theory  and  not  enough  praotioe" 
w&a  about  the  aeae  aa  those  who  thought  they  were  getting  about  the 
right  aaount  of  both.  In  no  group  did  more  than  29  peroaat  foal  that 
they  were  getting  too  muoh  praotioe  and  not  enough  theory. 

In  general,  Baaio  BOTC  students  thought  that  the  BOTC  oourses  were 
Baking  auffloient  use  of  training  aids  auoh  ae  movies  and  slides.  At 
both  Volaraf  collages,  Army  BOTC  student • were  mote  likely  than  Air  Force 
students  to  foal  that  they  were  getting  enough  training  aide  in  their 
oourses o 

The  greater  satisfaotlon  of  Air  Foroe  Baaio  students  with  their  BOTC 
uniforms  as  ooapared  with  the  Army  students  la  quits  evident  from  thia 
study.  Among  Air  Foroe  students,  between  65  peraent  and  87  peroent  re- 
plied that  they  either  liked  their  uniform  a lob,  or  that  it  waa  all  right, 
ooapared  with  50  peroent  or  fewer  of  the  Baaio  ray  students.  Both  groups 


X 


in  naarly  unialMus  in  thalr  liking  for  tha  uniform*  of  tha  Adranoad 


Corpa  of  tha  oarrloa  «ho y ora  in<>  In  thraa  of  the  four  aohoola,  Air 


Foroa  atudanta  aara  eonaidarably  uora  likaly  than  Amy  atudanta  to  nay 
that  thojr  taka  off  thalr  uniform  tha  flrat  ohanoa  thay  fat,  and  in  all 
aohoola  having  hath  unita,  Angr  atudanta  ara  a good  daal  nor a likaly 
than  Air  Foroa  atudanta  to  raport  that  it  hothara  thorn  to  vaar  tha 
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71  c THE  DECISION  TO  JOIU  TKK  3 ASIC  ROTC 

A»  tlieujftit  Oivsn  to  ti  0 l'tei»ion  &u&  Sourcae  of  Information 

The  dcoieion  to  bo  w.l«  about  the  HOTG  atviaat 3 about  to  enter 
a oolloge  with  an  ROTO  program  dopondo  on  the  n&tuxe  of  th®  ROTO  pro** 
grata  it  00  If*  for  students  entering  college*  shore  HOT;)  ie  compulsory* 
end  there  1®  only  on  Ax  ay  HOTO,  t!  oro  la  no  deeieion  to  be  aedo  - they 
wuot  £0  into  Arsy  jtfOIC.-  3'mdoavt>  ,t  cor  pelso-.y  eollo/goi*  with  Ar-ty  cjri 
Air  B'oioe  unit  *o»t  ohooao  oa%  o,-.  th?.  e ther,  t/hile  students  attending 
colleges  mteit  30TC  la  voluiiinx;  but  with  only  as.  Assay  unit  have  but  to 
dooido  whsthor  or  not  to  j-*ia  tl * Arsy  ROTO*  The  greatest  ahoioo  ie 
given  to  B9n  at  voluntary  90 lie  »<•  with  Aruy  and  Air  Foxes  unite ■>  They 
■ay  decide  to  join  an  SOTO  unit  0 not  to  join,  and  then  they  way  daoiio 
who'shor  to  join  the  Array  ox*  tho  A:.r  Force  HOTS* 

In  six  of  tho  sight  oollogoa  etu&ior , cosso  dioioica  had  to  ho  mdo 
by  tho  students  who  wars  ontoring  an  fr<  ih3an=  At  the  two  Goaparaf  00 1-* 
logos,  all  atu&aata  wore  aakod,  *Tr®foro  . ou  arrived  at  this  college,  hair 
such  thought  did  yen  give  to  the  guootica  of  which  ROTO  to  join?”  At 
these  two  oollegoo,  about  a fiird  of  the  non  in  tho  basis  Army  oai  Air 
Fores  ROTC  and  in  the  Advanced  Arty  BC-TC  ri ported  giving  "practically  toco 
or  none”*  A fourth  or  loon  o?  the  Advanood  Air  foroo  otudonto  roportol 
giving  ,jrftotio*'-.U,7  no  thought  to  the  ROTC  bvforo  arriving-  at  col  logo* 

Aacng  A-mgr  and  Air  Fores  Dropout*.,  on  tie  other  hand,  40  perooat  or  uo-o 
reported  giving  no  thought  ran  to  tfcS  oh  1 ;)TC  to  join  prior  to  arriving  at 
oollsgo 1 


c 


Among  m«n  in  th®  Volar  and  Volaraf  colleges  the  question  was  aekod, 
"How  much  thought  did  you  give  to  Joining  th®  ROTC  before  you  arrived 
at  thia  college?”  Among  Lawlo  Army  and  Air  foroe  students  in  Volar  and 


Volaraf  ooll«gee,  only  about,  20  poroent  or  lese  reported  giving  no 
thought  to  joining  he  ROTC  before  arriving  in  ooll eg®,  the  fewest  re- 
porting this  at  High  Voleuaf.  About  a,  fourth  of  the  lower  ulaas  Sever 
Took  students  had  given  the  SOTO  no  thought. 

Among  uppers l&ihBnen,  Sever  Took  siudenta  were  most  likely  to  have 
given  little  thought  to  th.*  ROTC  before  oolloge , folio**;?  by  Army  and 
Air  Force  Dropouts,  while  thoae  in  the  Advanced  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC 
were  leaai  likely  to  report  having  giver,  it  no  thought.  At  High  Volaraf, 
upper—clase  students  not  in  the  ROTC  were  more  likely  to  have  thought  little 
of  the  RGTC  than  thoir  oount*rp»rt»  in  Low  Volaraf. 

Th*  proportion  of  students  reporting  that  they  had  received  aatwrial 
in  the  mail  about  tho  Army  ROTO  before  they  arrived  in  college  varied 
with  the  oolloge,  and  also  ritli  the  etudente(  a lass  in  college.  Students 
in  tho  voluntary  sohoola  were  more  likely  than  those  in  the  compulsory 
aohools  to  have  received  material  about  the  At ay  ROTC.  At  the  Comp&r  col- 
leges, where  the  student  had  no  ohoioe  but  to  join  the  Army  ROTC,  very  few 
reported  reoeiving  any  notarial.  What  la  olearest  from  thia  data,  however, 
la  that  among  the  aohools  where  there  wae  a decision  to  be  made,  in  every 
eomparleon  between  pairs  of  aohools,  students  in  sohools  with  high  ROTC 
enrollment  were  more  likely  to  report  having  received  material  about  the 
Anqr  ROTC  than  students  In  low  enrollment  colleges.  These  differences 
between  pairs  of  aohools  wove  quit®  large. 

In  general,  lower-olase  students  were  more  likely  than  upper-olass 


to  report  that  they  had  reoeived  material  in  the  mail  about  the  Army  ROTC 
before  arriving  in  college.  This  could  either  be  a function  of  the  students 1 
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aecaory  on  the  subject  (lower-olasa  studantss  being  oloaer  to  the  tin® 
whan  they  arrived  In  college),  or  it  any  be  evidence  that  th®  amount  of 
material  being  sent  out  to  proapeotive  college  students  has  inorsased 
or«r  th®  pant  f®w  years.  In  aoat  ooaparisons,  there  war®  no  diffarana®6 
among  upporolassaen  cn  thin  question  with  regard  to  their  BOTC  status. 
Men  in  the  Advance!  ROTC  nor®  no  more  likely  than  those  not  in  the  ROTC 
to  report  having  received  material  dealing  with  th®  Army  ROTC. 

The  rola  of  ROTO  atudentu  arj  disseminators  of  inforraAtion  about 
th®  ROTC  was  also  examined.  S indents  at  the  oompulsory  sohoola  ware 
more  likely  than  thoao  at  voluntary  sohoola  to  have  received  information 
about  the  ROTC  fro®  frienln  who  had  ones  been  in  tha  ROTO  at  the  oollegu 
they  are  now  attending.  There  in  no  olear  pattern  nor  consistent  dif- 
ferences pointing  to  this  role  of  friends  in  tolling  about  tb.®  RCTC. 

Asked  as  to  whether  they  felt  that  they  knew  enough  about  the 
ROTC  in  order  for  them  to  properly  dooida  whether  or  not  to  join, 
between  a third  and  a half  of  eaoh  group  studied  felt  that  they  dido 
For  th®  Dost  part  differences  were  not  oonsietent,  except  among  "Basie 
Ar«y  students  in  the  voluntary  colleges.  In  both  ocoparisonu  between 
pairs  of  voluntary  collages,  Basio  Army  students  in  th®  high  enrolleent 
colleges  were  raore  likely  than  those  in  the  low  enrollment  college#  to 
feel  that  they  did  have  sufficient  information  on  which  to  bass  their 
decision  about  the  ROTC. 

Differences  within  achoola  end  between  nohoolo  on  student  reports 
of  whan  they  yado  up  their  mindB  as  to  what  they  would  do  about  the  ROTC 
(either  to  join  or  not  to  join,  or  which  ROTC  to  join)  wore  quite  erratio. 
Although  there  are  bobs  large  differences,  these  dlffsrcnoas  ar®  not 


1 
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systematic,  For  example,  at  Conparaf , Air  Fores  students  v.tro  more 
likely  than  Army  student*  to  have  cade  up  their  Binds  about  joining 
the  ROl'C  of  their  choica  baforo  ontorliig  collage,  yet  this  diff  erenci© 
betirean  tbs  two  groups  doss  not  appear  in  tho  Volaref  cellegas.  In 
general,  howover,  Btudents  in  the  voluntary  oollsge*  were  more  likely 
than  those  where  FOTC  ia  ooapuleory  to  have  fr"A©  up  their  rinds  about 
the  P.OTG  before  arriving  in  nolle,?®. 
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Asked  at  Volar  and  Volaraf  colleges 
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Item  Who  sent  this  Material  on  the  ROTO? 
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Iteffi*  When  die  you  think  you  raa&e  up  your  Bind  a«  to  whether  or  not  to  join  the 


227 


I 


B.  Parental  Influense 

While  there  ie  no  evidence  in  this  icotion  ae  to  the  Banner  in  which 
parental  influence  sight  have  been  exerted,  on  students,  there  ie  evidenoe 
that  parental  influence  did  enter  into  the  ROTC  decision.  The  importance 
of  parental  influenoe  in  relation  to  other  influenoee  is,  however,  not 
clear. 

There  appears  to  bo  aoes®  relation  between  a student* a ROTC  statue, 
and  tha  likelihood  of  hie  discussing  ROTO  with  hie  parents  before  enter- 
ing college.  Aao ng  loweralaasaen,  while  there  are  no  differenoea  between 
Baeio  Army  students  and  thoae  in  the  Air  Poroe,  in  the  voluntary  sohoole 
there  is  a tendency  for  the  lower -olase  Never  Took  student?  to  he  leas 
likely  than  the  ROTC  students  to  report  having  discussed  the  ROTC  with 
their  parents  prior  to  coning  to  oolloga.  Aaong  upperolaesaon,  Advanced 
Corps  atudonts  are  swaawh^t  aore  likely  than  the  Dropouts  to  report  having 
dieouesed  their  ROTC  decision  with  their  parents  before  going  to  oollege. 
Upper-olasa  Never  Took  students  vers  least  likely  to  have  discussed  the 
ROTC  with  their  parents. 

School  differences  on  this  itea  were  related  to  the  nature  of  the 
ROTC  at.  tho  colleges  studied  rather  than  to  the  relative  success  of  the 
program  at  the  colleges.  The  greater  the  nuaber  of  choices  available, 
the  greater  the  likelihood  for  oollsge  students  to  discuss  the  ROTC  with 
their  parents  before  entering  oollege.  Tha  ROTC  was  least  likely  to  be 
iieouseed  In  the  Coapar  soilages,  where  there  was  no  decision  to  be  Bade, 
and  sont  likely  to  be  lisnusBed  at  the  Yolaraf  colleges,  where  there  were 
two  decisions  to  bs  o&Tg.  Studentc  at  the  Yolar  oolleges  were  more  likely 
than  those  at  the  Comparaf  colleges  to  discuss  ROTC  with  thsir  parento. 
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In  aoat  oaaaa,  a majority  of  studLanta  reported  that  thalr  paranta 
knew  at  least  a little  about  the  ROTC.  There  were  no  consistent  relation^ 
ahlps  between  atudant  report a of  their  parent a 1 knowledge  of  HOTC,  and 
student  asabership  In  the  ROTO.  In  aost  oases,  Advanced  Aray  students 
were  acre  likely  than  Army  Dropouts  to  report  that  their  parents  knew 
something  about  the  ROTCy  but  even  where  these  differences  were  stati- 
stically significant,  they  ware  not  large. 

Asked  about  how  their  parents  advised  thea  with  regard  to  the  ROTC, 
there  is  strong  evidenoe  that  student  deoisiona  at  least  oonourred  with 
parental  advloe  on  joining  the  ROTO  where  parental  advloe  was  offered. 

In  the  voluntary  sohools,  few  students,  even  among  those  who  never  took 
ROTC  training,  report  that  their  parents  advised  thea  not  to  join  the 
ROTC.  In  the  ooapulsory  sohools  (the  question  asked  only  in  Coaparaf) 
there  was  reported  little  advloe  proffered  by  parents.  In  the  Coaparaf 
spools,  while  Advanced  Aray  students  were  wore  likely  than  Aray  Drop- 
outs to  report  that  their  parents  advised  then  to  join  the  Aray  ROTC 
(rather  than  the  Air  Force. ) , still  two-thirds  of  even  this  group  reoeived 
no  advloe  from  their  parents  about  the  ROTC.  Among  the  lower -elass  students 
in  this  sohool,  Basio  Aray  students  aore  than  Basio  Air  Foroe  students 
ware  advised  by  parents  to  join  the  Aray  ROTC,  but  only  16  peroent  of  the 
parents  so  advised  their  sons. 

Among  the  sohools  where  ROTC  is  voluntary,  students  enrolled  in  the 
ROTC  in  the  Tolar  oollsges  were  considerably  aore  likely  than  those  in 
the  Tolaraf  oollegee  to  report  being  advised  by  their  parents  to  join 
the  Array  ROTC.  However,  most  of  this  difference  is  aade  up  by  ths 
number  of  students  in  Tolaraf  whose  parents  advised  thea  to  join  either 
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the  Artsy  or  the  Air  Foroe  ROTC.  In  general,  students  now  in  the  ROTC, 
or  who  were  ewer  in  the  ROTC  were  wore  likely  than  those  who  were  never 
In  the  ROTC  to  at  least  have  reoeived  sosie  advioe  from  their  parents. 
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C.  Courses  and  Crsdits 

The  number  of  oou rse  oredlts  given  for  ROTC  training  variaa  f roa 
oollage  to  collage,  and  even  aaong  student a in  ths  earn*  college.  In 
aoaa  oases,  student*  are  required  to  take  ROTC  in  addition  to  their 
regular  credit  load,  in  other  oaaea  it  ia  easily  fitted  into  their 
aohedulea.  (in  aoae  of  the  aohools  in  the  etudy,  it  waa  informally 
reported  that  some  engineering  students,  in  order  to  take  four  years 
of  ROTC  training,  would  he  required  to  apend  an  extra  term  in  oollege  in 
order  to  complete  all  requirement*  for  graduation.)  Confttaing  the  ROTC 
oredit  situation  further  is  that  aoae  students  evidently  are  not  aware 
of  the  number  of  oredlts  they  are  reoeivlng  for  ROTC  training.  This  ia 
espooially  true  at  oonpuleory  colleges. 

Beoause  of  this  confusion  attending  ths  ROTC  oredit  aituation,  ths 
findings  below  must  be  treated  with  oaution.  They  are  presented  with  the 
belief  that,  while  many  of  the  student  responses  are  inaoourats,  ths 
findings  whioh  do  appear  are  indicative  of  important  differences  between 
sohools. 

Examining  ths  Advanced  ROTC  students  only,  it  is  evident  that  in 
comparison  between  pairs  of  sohools,  sxoept  in  ths  Compar  oollsges, 
Advanced  ROTC  students  in  sohools  with  high  ROTC  enrollment  are  less 
likely  than  those  in  schools  with  low  ROTC  enrollment  to  report  that  they 
are  required  to  take  extra  oredlts  toward  graduation  as  a result  of 
taking  ROTC  training.  In  a number  of  oases,  ths  proportion  of  Advanced 
students  in  the  "low"  sohools  required  to  take  extra  oredlts  for  gradu- 
ation is  three  times  that  of  the  "high"  sohools.  Among  Baslo  ROTC  stu- 
dents, ths  picture  is  approximately  the  same. 


In  tho  voluntary  oohoolo,  Boat  otudonto  roport  that  If  they  had  not 
takon  ROTC  training,  they  would  hawo  boon  ro^ulrod  to  tako  ooao  othor 
oouroo  1 no  toad.  In  all  of  tho  oohoolo  otudiod,  It  was  loamod  that 
ontorlng  froohaon  hawo  tho  option  of  taking  oithor  ROTC  training  or 
phyoioal  oduoation.  In  ooao  oaaoa,  ROTC  oarrioo  aoro  oro&its  toward 
graduation  than  phyoioal  training.  Aaong  tho  Advanood  ROTC  oadoto, 
otudonts  In  oohoolo  with  high  Aray  ROTC  onrollaont  woro  aoro  llkoly  than 
thooo  in  oohoolo  with  low  onrollaont  to  roport  that  thoy  would  hawo  boon 
roquirod  to  tax*  phyoioal  training  had  thoy  not  onrollod  for  tho  ROTC 
instoad.  Thlo  finding  is  not  oonaiotont  for  tho  Baoio  ROTC  otudonto. 
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D.  The  Influenos  of  Other  Student ■ and  of  Faculty  Members  on  the  BOTC 

JeolaAon 

In  this  Motion  it  will  too  soon  that  tho  dooiaion  to  join  the  Amy 
BOTC  did  not  ooeur  in  a vaouoa,  tout  instead,  for  most  students  was  ao- 
oompanied  toy  dieouasions  with  other  students,  fellow  fro  sheen  and  upper- 
olaseesn.  The  role  of  the  faculty  advisor  in  the  ROTC  decision,  however, 
appears  to  toe  negligible. 

A majority  of  most  students  reported  that  when  they  arrived  in  col- 
lege they  disoussed  the  poesitoility  of  joining  the  ROTC  with  other  fresh- 
men. In  the  six  sohools  where  students  were  asked  about  these  discussions 
(the  question  was  not  asked  at  the  Cooper  Sohools),  often  as  oany  as 
three-fourths  of  the  students  disoussed  the  ROTC  with  their  follow  olsssmen. 
There  were,  however,  no  consistent  tendency  for  men  in  the  ROTC  to  report 
having  dlioussed  it  with  other  freshmen  than  for  thoee  not  in  the  ROTC* 

There  am  indications  too,  that  in  sohools  with  high  Arny  ROTC  enrollment 
discussion  among  freshmen  about  the  ROTC  was  more  oommon  than  in  sohools 
with  lew  enrollment. 

Responses  to  the  question  asking  what  most  other  freshmen  were  plan- 
ning to  do  about  tho  ROTC  are  probably  a combination  of  otojeotlve  reporting 
and  selective  perception  as  well.  Comparisons  of  students  demonstrate  that 
th'We  in  the  "high"  sohools  were  more  likely  than  those  in  the  "low"  to 
report  that  the  freshmen  they  spoke  to  were  planning  to  join  the  Amy  ROTC. 
Still,  Basio  Air  Foroe  students  in  sohools  with  tooth  units  were  not  nearly 
as  likely  to  report  that  their  freshmen  friends  were  joining  the  Amy  ROTC. 
(In  most  sohools  with  Amy  and  Air  Foroe  units,  the  numbers  going  into  eaoh 
unit  are  approximately  equal.)  There  is  some  real  possibility  that  students 
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join  the  ROTC  of  their  ohoioe  along  with  other  students  seleotlng  the 
ease  program.  While  retroepeotlve  thinking  may  have  entered  into 
these  responses,  the  faot  that  In  the  Tolaraf  colleges  there  were  dif- 
ferences between  Basic  Axmj  and  Basio  Air  Force  students  nay  indicate 
"group  joining. " 

The  proportion  of  students  reporting  that  they  had  discussed 
joining  the  ROT"  with  upperclassmen  at  the  time  they  entered  oollegu  wee 
considerably  lees  than  that  reporting  they  had  spoken  to  other  freshmen. 

In  the  six  eohools  where  the  question  was  asked,  only  at  High  Casparaf 
did  a majority  of  any  group  report  suoh  discussions.  (High  Coaparaf 
is  the  only  one  of  the  six  that  is  in  a "college  town",  and  it  is  likely 
that  communications  among  all  students  lo  greater  as  a result.)  There 
were  no  important  difforenooa  either  within  groups  in  the  same  school 
or  between  pairs  of  schools  on  this  item. 

There  is  s vary  strong  relationship,  however,  between  the  advice 
reported  given  by  upperolassmen  and  student  asabership  in  the  Army  ROTC. 
Students  who  are  now,  or  wars  ever  in  the  Army  ROTC  were  considerably 
more  likely  than  others  to  report  from  their  discussions  with  upper- 
olassmen that,  "They  advised  me  to  join  the  Army  ROTC."  There  were  no 
oonsietent  differences  between  Basio  Army  students,  Advanced  Army  students 
and  Dropouts  in  their  reporting  of  upper-olaea  students'  edvioe.  There 
were,  however,  differences  between  pairs  of  aohools.  In  all  three  oosh> 
pmrisons,  Basio  Army  students  in  the  "high"  schools  were  mora  likely 
than  those  In  the  "low"  schools  to  report  that  upperolassmen  had  advised 
them  to  join  she  Army  ROTC.  This  was  also  true  in  oomparisonB  of  Advanced 
Army  oadets  in  the  Cooparaf  and  in  the  Volaraf  oolleges. 


No  nor©  than  about  a third  of  the  students  in  the  voluntary  aohocls 
reported  having  disouBced  the  ROTC  with  their  faculty  advisor  before 
entering  school.  There  were  no  consistent  differenoee  between  groups, 
in  the  ssae  schools,  nor  between  pairs  of  schools. 

bhen  asksd  ss  to  whether  they  wished  they  oould  have  had  more  lnfor- 
aatlon  about  the  ROTC  when  they  first  arrived,  students  in  the  B07G  were 
■ore  likely  to  respond  "Tee"  than  those  not  in  the  ROTCa  This  was 
true  in  ooaparleon3  of  Bseio  ROTC  atudentc  with  lewsr-olasa  Never  Took 
students,  and  of  Advanced  ROTC  students  with  Dropouts  and  upper*-olats 
Never  Took  students.  It  is  probable  that  those  in  the  ROTC  are  generally 
sore  interested  in  it,  and  would  have  weleoosd  any  opportunity  for  more 
information.  There  were  no  iuportant  differences  between  colleges. 
Students  in  colleges  where  few  students  received  inforwatica  about  the 
ROTC  were  no  aor©  likely  than  thoeo  in  oollegns  where  many  reported 
receiving  ROTC  information  to  express  the  desire  to  have  had  more  ROTC 
inforrnatlon. 
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Item  When  yea  registered  for  ol&sses  the  first  tiae  you  oaae  to  oollege,  did. 
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B. ».0T3  Without  Compulsion  of  the  Draft 

It  hAs  been  hypothealssd  that  masiy  now  in  the  ROTC  would  have  Joined 
the  ROTO  without  boing  required  to  (in  compulsory  schools),  or  without 
the  pressure  of  the  draft.  The  results  of  series  of  questions  on  these 
points  indicate  that  this  is  indeed  the  ease. 

When  asked  if  they  would  hare  taken  ROTC  training  if  it  had  not  bean 
required,  about  a third  of  the  Basio  A ray  end  Air  Poroe  students  in 
eohools  where  ROTC  is  compulsory  responded  either  that  they  "jure ly"  or 
"probably"  would  have.  About  half  or  more  of  the  Advanoei  ROTC  students 
responded  positively  to  this  question,  ooeparsd.  with  less  than  a third  of 
the  Amy  and  Air  Poroe  Dropouts  in  t'-ia  compulsory  aohoals. 

In  addition,  all  students  in  coapulacry  schools  wore  asked,  "If 
ROTC  had  not  been  required  and  there  had  been  no  draft,  would  you  hare 
taken  ROTC  anyway?"  Among  ISasio  ROTC  students  in  Caspar  end  Ctnparaf , 
about  a fourth  replied  that  they  might  have  taken  ROTC  traini:ig  anywey. 
Among  the  Advanced  ROTC  students,  between  e.  fourth  and  a third  answered 
in  this  manner.  Only  between  6 and  17  percent  of  the  Dropouts  indicated 
that  they  would  have  taken  ROTC  training  under  thoae  oonditiens.  There 
were  no  differences  between  pairs  of  eohools  on  these  items*. 

In  schools  where  ROTC  is  voluntary,  preaont  and  pact  ROTC  students 
were  asked  only  if  they  would  have  taken  ROTC  training  had.  there  been  no 
draft.  Among  riaaio  Amy  students,  about  40  pex*oent  responded  that  they 
might  have,  while  in  the  Volaraf  collages,  more  than  60  percent  of  the 
Basic  Air  Force  students  gave  this  response. 

Among  Advanced  Amy  students,  about  a third  of  those  in  the  schools 
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with  high  A nay  ROTC  enrollment  reported  they  might  have  taken  ROTC 


training  in  the  absence  of  the  draft,  oo«- pared  with  about  half  of  th<ne  ir. 
the  two  voluntary  schools  rated  "low”  in  enrollment.  Advanced  Air  Force 
students  in  the  Velaraf  colleges  were  »ors  lively  than  Advanced  Army  to 
report  that  they  might  havs  tatoen  5CTC  anyway.  Among  the  Dropouts,  aoout 
a fourth  of  the  Army  Dropouts  replied  that  they  night  have  taV.en  ROTC 
without  the  draft,  compared  with  acre  than  40  percent  of  the  Air  Force 
Dropout o . 
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Itaas  If  RCTC  Uad  not  bean  required  and  there  h&A  been  no  ar  . t would  you 


lisa*  If  there  would  have  "been  no  draft,  4o  yoa  think  that  you  would  have 
joined  the  HOTC  anyway? 
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P.  Reasons  for  Joining  the  Baslo  ROTC  la  Voluntary  Sphoole 

The  number  of  poseible  reaeons  that  might  he  giren  for  Joining  the 
ROTC  are  too  numerous  to  he  lnoluded  in  a single  questionnaire.  On 
the  basis  of  personal  interviews,  however,  a group  of  approximately 
sixteen  reasons  for  joining  the  ROTC  was  selected.  Eaoh  of  these 
reasons  was  phrased  into  a statement,  and  all  students  in  the  volun- 
tary schools  were  aekod  to  indioate  the  importance  of  the  reasons 
offered  In  their  mm  decision  to  join  the  Basic  ROTC  (Very  Important, 

Fhirly  Important,  Rot  Important,  and  Rot  Applicable).  For  the  pur- 
pose of  analysis,  only  the  proportions  responding  "Very  Important"  and 
"Fairly  Important"  are  combined  and  presented.  This  same  procedure  was 
followed  in  subsequent  sections  dealing-  with  other  groups  and  other  sub- 
jects. In  the/  sections  following,  the  groups  concerned  will  be  discussed 
separately  (i.e.,  Baslo  Army,  Army  Dropouts,  ate.).  All  statements  were 
ranked  according  to  the  proportion  of  respondents  answering  "Very  Important" 
or  "Fairly  important". 

Basic  Army  "tudenta  - The  ree.-on  most  often  given  by  ell  Beeio  Army 
groups  as  important  in  thair  decision  to  join  the  ROTC  was,  "If  a man 
has  ta  g>  into  service,  he  is  suoh  better  off  at  an  offioer."  About  90 
peroeit  of  eaoh  Baslo  Army  group  considers!  thin  reason  important.  Other 
appeuis  of  the  FOTC  rated  frequently  as  important  were  the  ability  to 
plan  f o.  * the  future  by  being  in  the  HOTC,  and  the  ability  to  laarn  dis- 
cipline which  wculd  be  useful  in  lator  life.  In  line  with  the  latter 
roasci,  many  alto  responded  that,  "I  thought  the  ROTC  would  teaoh  me  how 
to  handle  man.”  Other  reasonn  given  by  Baeio  Army  students  for  joining 
the  ROVJ  (though  not  consistently  high  in  all  sohools)  indioated  that  many 
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were  simply  try Inf  the  ROTC  out  to  see  hjw  they  would  like  it,  while  worn® 
referred  to  the  money  they  would  raoaiva  in  the  Advanced  Corps. 

Baaio  Air  Foroe  Students  - While  Baaio  Air  Force  students  like  the 
Basic  Anay  studanto  are  likely  to  rata  as  iaportant  in  their  ROTC 
decision  the  advantage  of  being  an  offioer  rather  than  an  enlisted  nan, 
tha  value  of  the  diecipline  learned,  and  the  relative  ease  in  planning 
thair  future  as  an  HOT C student,  they  also  -jand  to  rank  as  high  in 
importance  appeals  which  aro  peouliar  to  the  Air  Force.  In  Tooth  Voltraf 
colleges,  Basic  Air  Force  aen  had  the  categories  ”1  prefer  the  Air  Force 
to  any  of  the  other  services ",  and  "I  was  intereeted  in  getting  ease 
flight  training'’  among  the  five  most  frequently  rated  as  important  rea- 
sons. 

Advanced  Army  Student!.'  - Many  of  the  frequently  mentioned  reasons  for 
joining  the  POTC  given  by  Advanced  Army  students  ar®  these  given  hy 
the  Beeic  Army  students  a a well.  Anons  these  are  the  advantage  of  being 
an  offioer  (rated  important  most  often  by  all  groups),  the  ability  tc 
learn  discipline,  the  opportunity  to  lsarn  to  handle  aon,  and  ease  of 
planning  for  the  future  by  being  in  the  POTC.  A revealing  differenoe 
between  High  Tolar  and  Lew  Volar  is  ths  significant  tendency  for  those 
in  the  former  to  mention  the  impori&nca  of  the  money  in  the  Advanced 
Corps  as  important  more  frequently  than  th«  latter.  Also,  those  in 
Low  Velar  ware  mors  likely  to  mention  as  important  in  their  decision 
their  preference  for  the  Amy  to  the  other  services. 

Army  Dropouts  - While  the  preference  for  being  an  offioer  is  also  evi- 
dent among  e’acs  Array  Dropouts,  the  reasons  mentioned  next  in  frequency 
as  important  was,  "I  thought  1 would  try  it  out  for  a while  to  see  if 
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I liked  It."  Tor  the  moat  part,  however,  response  patterns  of  Artsy 
Dropout  groups  varied  scTia-wtuit . Three  schools  list  among  the  five 
reasons  aost  often  given  as  important  the  belief  that  they  could, 
plan  for  the  future  better  as  ROTC  cadets.  On  the  other  hand,  only 
In  High  Tolar  was  a high  ,ank  given  to  the  statements,  "Along  with 
sc»e  of  ay  friends  I decided  to  3oin  tha  A ray  ROTC,"  and  "If  the  Araft 
vas  out  out  I vou.14  drop  the  course, " both  of  these  being  r&ther 
tentative  reasons  at  beat.  The  doeiro  to  learn  to  handle  men,  though 
often  given  as  important  in  acme  schools  is  not  ranked  consistently 
high  among  Army  Dropouts. 

Advanced  Air  Foros  - Among  Advanced  Air  Force  students , in  the  two 
Tolaraf  college*,  their  desire  for  flight  training,  and  their  prefer- 
ence for  tfca  Air  Force  tc  the  other  services  rarJc  highest  along  with 
their  wieh  to  be  officers  rather  than  unlisted  sen.  Also  ranking  high 
among  these  groups  is  the  desire  to  lenrn  discipline,  the  ability  to 
plan  for  the  future,  and  the  desirability  of  learning  to  handle  aer . 

Thus  the  appeals  of  the  Air  Force  to  these  man  are  similar  to  the  ap- 
peals  sectioned  by  moot  Advanced  Army  students,  and  in  addition  there  is 
ths  clear  preference  for  the  Air  Force  and  the  flight  training  offered 
by  the  Air  Fora*. 

Air  Fores  Dropouts  - Air  Foroe  Dropouts  at  the  Tolaraf  colleges  are 
eirei.lar  to  other  students  in  that  they  view  as  the  important  appeals 
the  desire  to  bn  an  officer,  the  ability  to  learn  discipline  and  to 
handle  aen,  and  the  ability  to  plan  for  the  future  no  members  of  the 
ROTC,  In  Low  Folaraf,  the  wish  to  try  the  ROTC  fcr  a while  is  the 
second  most  frequently  mentioned  important  reason. 


Table  VI-2, 


Reasons  for  Joining  ROTC  (Rasio) 

Peroent  answering!  "Very"  or  "Fairly"  Important 


TOLAR 


HIOH 


Advanced 


B&aio 


Advanced  j 


other  services 


-a rent  urge 
me  to 


friande 


on  oaapus  a 


ood  outfit 


o do  aoaathing 


useful  for 
country 
Stay  elect tve 


credits 


helpful  166 
to  plan  T~r>" 


j future  in  ROTC 


* Indicates  that  quo e ion  wae  not  asked  of  this  group 


It. 

12 

3t 

6 

2 56 


Table  VI-24  (Cont*A0) 
Reasons  for  joining  ROTC  (Baeio) 

Peroent  answering*  "Very"  or  "flair ly"  Iaport&nt 


VOLAJLLF—L07 


Basic 

Aj 

% Rank 

Advanoed 
Amr  . 

Array 

DroDOUta 

Basic 

Air  ?oroe 

Advanced 

Air  Forg<_ 

Air 

£ 

Poroa 

'-'Quts 

[L. 

Rank 

Rank 

% 

Rank 

? 

Rank 

Rank 

Thought  I would 
try  it  awhile 

142 

— 

l49 

7 

63 

2 

35 

n.5 

36 

12 

2 

ri1 

6 

RI 

8 

21 

El 

J4. 

9 

K53s£Mi 

10 

17 

16 

25 

9 

10 

17 

H 

1 

23 

10 

tn5Tgr«jnjB| 

H 

n 

m 

n 

1 

RI 

m 

RI 

n 

h 

yrwrwtgjiTjB 

m 

m 

m 

H 

• 

90- 

2 

i 

ml 

|26 

12 

m 

m 

m 

RI 

16 

EH 

m 

ii 

Joined  with 
friends 

33 

9.5 

27 

12 

43 

H 

11.5 

18 

14 

35 

HI 

Disoipline 
He lpful 

3 _ 

78 

3.? 

JC, 

4 

32 

3 

m 

42 

4 

ROTC  teaohes  how 
to  handle  oen 

n 

82 

2 

46 

67 

6 

82 

3? 

Liked  the  idea  of 
being  i»  uni  fort* 

22 

14 

9 

17 

28 

14 

7 

— 

14.5 

freard  Amy  ROTC 
on  caapuB  a 

I I 

I I 

good  outfit 

zo 

14 

KJ 

ftH 

tSJ 

14.5 

!£■ 

8 

64 

7 

16 

12,5 

deemed  a good  way 
to  aeet  people 

33 

9.5 

36 

23 

11 

42 

10 

46 

10 

16 

12,5 

to  do  something 
useful  for 
oountry' 

3 

■ 

8 

23 

11 

53 

9 

58 

a 

26 

7.5 

&asjr  elective 
credits 

£ 

18 

6 

18 

11 

16 

9 

18 

3 

18 

7 

14.5 

rnraafcrmuiT.M-i* 

m 

6 

u 

13 

30 

13 

45 

n 

26 

7.5 

1 Easier  to  plan  fc 
j future  in  ROTC 

■■■ 

(3 

76 

3.5 

60 

3 

H 

75 

6 

54 

__3 

* Indioatee  that  question  was  not  asiked  of  this  group 


Reasons  for  joining  ROTC  (Baeio) 

Percent  answerings  Tery"  or  "Fhirly"  Important 


Advanoad 


Au.ra.noed 


Inirreetod  In 
getting  flight 
training 


Air  Foroe  ROTC  had 
better  reputation 


Could  not  make  Air 
Foroe  physioal 
requirements 


Air  Poroe  enlist' 
sent  too  long  a 
period 
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Table  VI-24  (Cont'd) 
Reason*  for  Joining  ROTC  (Baslo) 

Feroent  answering  * "Very"  or  "Fairly"  Important 


VOULRAF  - HI  OH 


44 

8 

48 

7 

70 

2 

40 

11 

33 

11 

39  7 

1 1 

46 

8 

15 

12 

17 

16 

28 

12 

1? 

13 

13 

16 

13 

16.5 

H 1 

15 

17 

19 

15 

18 

10.5 

35 

10 

30 

12 

20 

10.5 

23 

14 

17 

29 

12 

21 

15 

27 

8 

29 

13 

26 

13.5 

35 

5 

8 

16.5 

12 

15 

8 

16.5 

22 

9 

13 

13.5 

29 

6 

44 

3 

35 

10 

12 

18 

51 

8 

75 


•Indioates  that  question  was  not  asked  of  this  group* 
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Table  VI-2, 


Reasons  for  joining  ROTC  (Baoio) 

Psroent  answerings  "Very"  or  "Fairly"  Important 


TOLARAF 


Advanced 


Advanced 


Interested  in 
getting  flight 
training 


Air  Foroe  ROTC  had 
better  reputation 


Could  not  make  Air 
Foroe  physical 
requirements 


Air  Foroe  enlist 
aent  too  long 
a period 


20 

iou5 

13 

13.5 

VII.  THE  DECISION  NOT  TO  JOIN  THE  ROTC 


A,  Reasons  foe  Not  Jolni; 


It  has  been  noted  that  the  one  irrevocable  deolsion  made  by  fresh- 
men entering  schools  where  ROTC  is  voluntary  ia  their  decision  not  to 


take  ROTC  training.  It  wj  11  be  reoalled.  that  thin  decision  is  usually 


made  in  the  light  of  other  decisions  which  E&y  be  considered  of  great#  r 


importance.  Further,  for  moat,  the  imminence  of  the  draft  in  not  eo 


apparent.  In  a aori.es  of  quo  at  ions , all  students  in  the  sample  at 
■voluntary  colleges  who  never  took  ROTC  vers  aakad  to  reoall  their 


original  reasons  for  aox  taking  ROTC0 

Asked  as  to  whether  they  felt  there  might  have  been  some  time  aft*  r 


their  first  aenester  at  college  when  they  might  have 


oined  the  ROTC 


no  more  than  25  percent  of  the  Never  Took  students,  and  usually  some- 
what less,  replied  that  there  had  ever  been  sunk  a time.  In  line  with 


this,  only  about  20  percent  or  fewer  believed  that  they  had.  ever  to- 


gretted  their  decision  not  to  joir.  the  ROTC.  In  short,  moat  students 


who  never  took  ROTC,  seem  to  abide  by  their  first  deoi3ion  of  rejeotirg 


It  has  b-sen  observed  that  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  many  in  the 
ROTC  as  important  in  thoir  decision  to  join  the  ROTC  sras  the  belief  that 
in  that  >aanner  it  would  be  easier  to  plan  for  the  future.  A similar 
question  wae  eaked  of  those  vrtio  never  took  ROTO  training.  Generally, 
about  a third  or  more  of  those  respondents  believed  that  by  not  being 
in  the  ROTC  it  would  be  easier  to  plan  for  the  future  \ about  20  peroent 
of  the  upper-olass  Never  Took  students  in  Low  Volar  and  High  Vclaraf). 
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This  waa  usually  about  three  times  the  number  who  responded  that  It 
was  more  difficult  to  plan  for  tha  futura  by  not  being  in  the  ROTC. 

About  half  of  those  respondents  answered  that  it  made  no  difference, 
or  that  they  didn’t  taw.  Comparisons  with  men  in  the  ROTC  on  the 
parallel  item  mentioned  above  indicate  that  those  in  the  ROTC  are  more 
likely  to  feel  that  they  can  plan  better  for  the  future  than  thoao  whe 
had  never  boon  in  the  program. 

All  Sever  Took  students  were  presented  with  a series  of  eleven 
statements  dealing  with  reasons  for  not  Joining  the  ROTC.  For  each 
statement  they  were  asked  to  indicate  its  importance  in  their  own  de- 
cision. Ae  before,  those  who  answered  "Vory  Important"  were  combined 
with  those  who  answered  "Fairly  Important", 

The  etaterasnt  most  ofton  regarded  as  important  to  all  groups  of 
Never  Took  students  wao,  "ROTC  would  take  up  toe  much  of  qy  time".  At 
least  70  percent  of  each  group  thought  this  an  important  reasons.  Rest 
in  the  number  considering  it  important  w»r  the  statement,  "I  did  net 
want  to  do  anything  that  would  oomit  me  to  bsing  in  the  Army".  About 
half  or  more  thought  this  an  important  reason.  In  addition,  saaetimot 
as  many  as  half  of  somt;  of  ihe  Rover  Took  grouos  insisted  that  they  wculd 
probably  beooue  offioorn  w.l  thout  taking  ROTC  training,  while  about  th« 
sarto  number  fait  that  it  Aid  not  matter  to  them  whether  or  not  they 
were  officers.  About  a fourth  believed  they  would  not  go  inte  ssrvioc 
in  any  c&ae. 


»- , 
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Thin  was  usually  about  three  times  the  number  who  responded  that  it 
was  more  difficult  to  plan  for  the  future  by  not  being  in  the  ROTC. 

About  half  of  these  respondents  answered  that  It  aade  no  different*#, 
or  that  they  didn’t  know.  Comparisons  with  men  in  the  ROTC  on  the 
parallel  item  mentioned  above  indicate  that  those  in  the  ROTC  are  mcrt 
likely  to  feel  that  they  can  plan  better  for  the  future  than  those  whc 
had  never  been  in  the  program. 

All  Fever  tfook  atudenta  were  presented  with  a series  of  eleven 
statements  dealing  with  roasona  for  not  joining  tbs  ROTC.  For  each 
statement  thsy  were  asked  to  indicate  its  importance  in  their  own  de- 
cision. As  before,  those  vrho  answered  "Very  Important"  were  combined 
with  those  who  answered  "Fairly  Important". 

The  statement  most  often  regarded  as  important  to  all  groups  of 
Fever  Took  students  wau,  "ROTC  would  taka  up  too  such  of  ay  time".  A1 
loaBt  70  percent  of  oaoh  group  thought  this  an  important  reasons.  Hex.t 
in  the  number  considering  it  important  was  the  statement , "I  Aid  not 
want  to  do  anything  that  would  oommit  me  to  being  in  the  Aresy".  About 
half  or  more  thought  this  an  important  reason.  In  addition,  aoaetimat 
as  moiv  as  half  of  some  of  ihe  Fever  Took  groups  insisted  that  they  wculd 
probably  become  officers  without  taking  ROTC  training,  while  about  the 
same  number  felt  that  it  i. id  not  matter  to  th«a  whether  or  no't  they 
were  officers.  About  a fourth  believed  they  would  not  go  into  service 
in  any  ca3o. 
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B._  Inducements  for  Never  Toot;  Students 

In  order  to  determine  what  conditions  would  hav®  boon  required  for 
those  in  the  voluntary  ’jchcols  who  never  took  HOTC  to  be  induced  into 
taking  the  program,  a aeries  of  questions  were  asked  setting  a number 
of  propositions  before  the  Never  Took  students.  For  each  of  the  pro- 
positions, these  students  were  asked  to  indicate  if  they  'would  have 
taken  ROTO  training  had  the  condition  stated  been  met. 

The  noot  attractive  offer  to  Never  Took  students  would  be  payment 
by  the  ROTC  for  all  their  tuitions  and  Isos,  & procedure  employed  by  the 
Navy’s  Holloway  Plan.  Between  two~thirc.3  and  three-fourths  of  the  Never 
Took  students  agreed  that  given  this  they  would  have  enrolled  Ln  the 
BOTC.  The  proposition  which  drew  the  second  greatest  number  of  Never 
Took  students  asked,  "l'f  by  joining  the  RGTC  you  oould  be  fairly  sure 
that  you  could  uao  the  skills  learned  in  o allege  while  in  military  ser- 
vice, would  you  have  joined  the  RCTC?"  Between  about  one-third  ard 
one -half  of  the  Never  Took  utudonts  responded  favorably  to  that  idea. 
About  a third  of  these  students  reported  that  they  would  have  Joined  the 
ROTC  if  the  amount  of  tine  they  would  hiiVft  to  spend  in  the  reaarvee  were 
reduoed.  A similar  number  would  have  joined  had  they  bean  eur®  of  beiig 
drafted  right  after  college. 


Table.  7II-5 
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I to  •wt  Statements  of  *«n  in  voluntary  schools  who  Kevar  Took  HOTS  training 
regarding  oonditions  under  which  they  might  r.svo  enrolled  in  RQTC 


Percent  answering*  '’Yes"  to  each  item 


VOLAR 


•Sigh 


Uw 


S - 


(42) 


(25) 


(70) 


(64) 


Kever 

Wtver 

Rover 

Haver 

Took 

Tod'; 

Took 

Took 

Would  have  joinsd  R 0?C  if* 

’iLO) 

CBS) 

:uo 

/e 

JO) 

Rar-k 

5& 

lank 

£ Rank 

Rank 

All  collage  tuition  and  fees  rare  paid  for 

74 

% 

6? 

1 

60 

1 

64 

1 

Could  ue«  college  ekiila  in  service 

43 

2 

40 

2 

40 

3 

45 

3 

Aaount  of  time  in  reserves  taw  reduced 

36 

3 

34 

3 

42 

2 

43 

2 

Would  he  drafted  right  after  college 

2? 

4 

22 

5 

19 

5.5 

22 

4 

Ctcod  le 3s  chano©  of  going  into  ocsabat 

21 

5 

17 

6 

36 

4 

20 

5 

Could  "be  deferred  for  2 years  after 

college 

3.2 

1 

12 

7.5 

19 

5.5 

12 

8 

ROTC  ooura<j8wer«  more  interesting 

19 

(’• 

25 

4 

12 

8 

36 

6.5 

ROIC  on  campus  had  siore  rospoot 

10 

8 

12 

7.5 

13 

7 

16 

6.5 

N i 

CO 

CO 

t 

V 

131) 

(67) 

(50) 

VOLARAP 

All  collage  tuition  and  fees  were  paid  for 

74 

• 

76 

1 

70 

1 

75 

1 

Cci  Id  use  oollegfl  skills  in  aervioa 

29 

<>5 

56 

2 

31 

3.5 

44 

2 

Ancunt  of  time  in  reserves  troa  reduced 

31 

2.5 

33 

3.5 

29 

.5 

38 

3 

Would  ho  drafted  right  after  college 

31 

2.5 

33 

3.5 

31 

3.5 

33 

4 

Steed  less  ohamwj  of  going  into  combat 

29 

4.5 

30 

5 

34 

2 

5 

Could  ho  deferred  for  2 ;,rc»ar3  aft  or 

college 

19 

6 

16 

7 

10 

8 

17 

7 

ROTC  course n were  sera  intereating 

17 

'i 

9 

8 

16 

6 

28 

6 

ROTO  on  campus  had  eero  respect 

7 

a 

28 

6 

13 

7 

16 

8 

n- in  rrw 
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Till.  TiTS  DBCISIOW  TO  JOIN  THE  ADVANCED  ROTC 

A.  Advanoed  ROTS  Cadets'  Reasons  for  .'jlnlru 

Ter  many  sen  in  the  Advanced  ROTC,  the  reasons  for  going  into  the 
Advanoed  Corps  are  similar  to  those  given  for  going  into  the  Basio 
ROTO.  The  draft  is  an  induoumtnt  for  many,  bib  is  the  deair®  to  he  an 
offioox,  end  the  wish  to  lefrn  how  to  handle  j»en. 

Asked  if  they  would  havt  joined  the  A&vai.ctad  Corps  had  there  been 
no  draft,  between  a third  end  half  of  the  men  in  the  Advanced  Amy  RCWC 

replied  that  they  eiihor  surely  wauld  have  or  probably  would  hare.  Those 

in  oosipulsory  schools  and  voluntary  schools  rare  about  equally  likely  to 
offer  one  of  these  response®.  At  the  Volaral  colleges,  men  in  the  Ad- 
vanced Air  Foroe  ROTC  "rare  mere  likely  ihxn  those  in  the  Advanced  Army 
ROTC  to  respond  positively  to  this  question  (the  question  was  not  asked  at 
the  Comparaf  colleges):,  In  the  voluntary  ool leges,  AdvanooA  Amy  students 
were  more  likely  to  reply  thr.t  they  would  have  joined  the  Advanced  Corps 
without  the  draft  if  they  were  in  schools  with  low  Amy  ROTC  onrollmort 

than  if  they  were  in  schools  with  high  enrollment. 

About  three-fourthi or  acre  of  the  Advanced  Corps  cadets  rated  as 
very  important  in  their  deal  Mien  to  join  the  idvanoed  Corps* the  belie! 
that  the  Advanced  Corps  would  teach  thee  how  to  give  orders  to  other 
people.  Only  slightly  fewei  anawore-d  similaily  that  they  believed  they 
would  enjoy  leading  other  war.  Another  statement  reported  >y  many  as 
important  in  their  decision  was,  "While  I didn’t  especially  care  about  the 
Advanced  ROTC  ono  way  or  the  other,  being  an  Amy  (Air  Foroe)  officer  is  a 
lot  better  than  being  tin  enlisted  man."  As  sany  as  three-fourth  of  those 
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V***tiened  reported  this  as  an  Important  reasons* 


In  the  compulsory  sohools,  about  half  of  those  In  the  Adranoed  Ar^ 
reported  as  important  reasons  the  need  for  the  money  they  reoelred  in 

I i 

the  Adranoed  Corps.  A similar  number  regarded  as  important  in  their 
deoision  the  example  set  by  the  MS?. 

In  the  voluntary  sohools,  there  were  differenoes  between  the  "high" 
and  "law"  sohools  on  the  above  two  iteiss.  Advanced  Army  ROTC  students 
in  the  "high"  sohools  were  sore  likely  than  those  in  the  "low"  sohools 
to  give  as  an  important  reason  the  need  for  the  money  reoeived  as  mem> 
here  of  the  Adranoed  Corps.  On  the  other  hand,  thoaa  in  tha  "low"  so  tools 
wars  more  likely  than  those  in  the  "high"  sohools  to  give  the  example  oat 
V the  MS?  aa  an  important  reason  for  thsir  Joining  the  Adranoed  Corps. 

J 


I 


Item*  Rutona  for  joining  the  Advanced  HOTC 


intentions  of  Basic  ROTC  cadets  for  going  into  the  Advanood 
Corps  are  of  course  dependent  upon  oonsiAeri tions  other  than  their  turn 
wishes*  the  grades  they  obtain  in  BOTC  and  other  oourses  are  aaeng 
these  ether  considerations,  in  addition  to  their  performance  in  othe; - 
oourses.  finally,  they  suet  also  oaks  a favorable  depression  upon  the 
staff  of  the  Military  Seienoe  Department.  About  half  or  sum  of  the 
Basio  Army  students  gusstiensd  reported  their  grade*  in  ROTC  to  bo 
either  "Hxoallein"  or  Tory  Oeed",  probably  indloating  that  at  least 
this  many  would  be  under  serious  consideration  for  the  Advonoed  Corpi  • 

(the  fewe  at  giving  those  responses  were  at  lew  Tolar,  the  aehool  that 
appears  to  accept  fewest  for  the  Advanoed  Corps.)  The  findings  on  this 
foeetlen  also  anke  it  olear  that  these  already  in  the  Advanced  ROTC  lavs 
had  grades  in  the  ROTC  considerably  better  than  the  grades  achieved  ly 
the  Dropouts. 

A rnssber  of  statements  to  4e cermino  the  oonditlons  under  whiob  they 
would  apply  for  the  Advanoed  Corps  were  presented  to  Basio  ROTC  students 
who  reported  that  they  had  not  yet  applied  for  the  Advanoed  Corps.  These 
were  stateaents  to  which  they  were  asked  to  indicate  whether  they  agreed 
or  disagreed,  and  the  strength  of  their  opinion.  Those  rrhc  responded 
"Strongly  Agree"  or  "Agree”  sere  eoablnsd  for  this  analysis. 

The  eondition  under  which  the  greatest  preportion  agreed  they  would 
apply  for  the  Advanoed  Corps  was  if  they  found  the  Baalo  ROTC  oourset 
Interesting.  This  wat  agreed  to  by  more  than  half  of  all  the  Basio  FOT0 
groups  in  the  ooapulscry  schools  and  two-thirds  or  more  of  these  in  the 
voluntary  schools.  The  sooond  moat  fraguently  agreed  to  item  also  differed 
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in  ocapuleory  schools  and  to luntary  soh.oola.  In  the  ooapulsery  schools 
fro*  one-third  to  • half  thought  they  would,  apply  for  the  Advanced 
Corps  if  it  did  not  require  too  auoh  of  their  tiao,  while  in  the  volun- 
tary eohoole  soatwhat  fewer  usually  roepondei  in  thia  Banner.  In  hoth 
voluntary  and  ooapuleexy  eohoole  usually  about  40  or  50  peroent  agreed 
they  would  go  into  the  Advanced  Corps  if  they  were  sure  they  would  be 
drafted  1 Mediately  after  completing  oollege.  Many  students  also  agreed 
that  they  would  go  into  the  Advanoed  Corps  if  it  paid  nore  aoney.  Evi- 
dently only  a few  of  tho  3aslo  ROTC  student*  objected  to  the  discipline 
in  the  ROTC,  and  few  objected  to  the  wearing  of  the  unifora. 

When  asked  shout  thsir  plans  for  applying  for  the  Advanoed  Corps, 
in  the  ooapulsory  schools  about  half  or  more  replied  that  they  would 
•lthor  "surely"  or  "probably”  not  apply.  Aaong  the  Basie  ROTC  oadots 
in  tho  voluntary  eohoole,  with  the  exception  of  Lew  Volar,  only  about 
oa^fourth  reported  that  they  would  "surely"  or  "probably"  not  apply. 

At  Lew  Volar,  50  peroent  of  the  Basio  Any  students  did  not  ezpeot  to 
apply  for  the  Advanoed  Corps. 
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Iters*  Baeio  BOTC  cadets  statements  as  to  conditions  tinder  whiob  they  would  enrol! 


fould  go  in  if  called 
Into  aerrioe  right 
after  college 
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Table  VII 1-5 

Item  Ire  you  planning  ta  apply  for  tbo  Advanced  ROTC? 
Bereent  answerings  ■-11  Basic  ROTC  cadets 


CCMPAR  COMPARE? 


Hi*;!.  _ 
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Buaio 

Basic 

Basis 

Beslo 

ISaaic 

"lasio 

Army 

Anay 

Arwy 

Air  Force 

Aiisy  A 

ii  For< 

Bav g applied 

19/' 

20jL 

10j$ 

12^ 

23fo 

1£^ 
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7 

6 

4 

4 

17 

1 

not  accepted 

6 

1 

1 

4 

2 

7 

don’t  know  If  accepted 

6 

11 

5 

4 

4 

10 

Will  surely  or  probably  apply 

21 

31 

30 

30 

21 

35 

''ill  sorely  or  probably  not 

apply 

60 

49 

61 

58 

56 

47 

Total 
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ioo,l 

100,' 

ick£ 

100/, 

:.oo $> 

N - 

(131) 

(H7) 

(64) 

(91) 

(81) 

(60) 

VOLAR 

VOURAF 

Hi** 

Las 

Elafa 

Lev 

Baaio 

Basic 

I-kfTo"' 

Baeio 

Basic 

lias  Vo 

A ray 

Array 

Arry 

Air  Fores 

Array  Ail*  Fori 

Fare  applied 

157> 

16 

367o 

24^ 

3<# 

359& 

aooepted 

2 

7 

1 

7 

14 

5 

not  accepted 

5 

3 

7 

6 

2 

11 

don’t  know  if  accepted 

8 

6 

23 

11 

14 

19 

^fill  sorely  or  probably  apply 

65 

34 

47 

49 

46 

33 

Till  surely  or  probably  no.t 

apply 

20 

50 

17 

27 

24 

27 

Total 

ioo£ 

IOO# 

lco;7 

ioo£ 

ioo£ 

.OQfi 

U • 

(121; 

(123) 

(io:.) 

(101) 

(125) 
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IX.  TE  DECI3I0H  TO  DROP  OUT  C?  THE  ROTC 

1.  The  Advice  of  Cta.-rc. 

la  aany  ouii,  about  a fourth  of  tbo  ROT"  Dropouts  reported  that 
th Ojr  "Often"  or  "Sonetinea"  regret  their  deoision  to  drop  out  of  the 
SOTO.  In  High  Conp&x  ae  u.any  an  44  percent  regretted  their  decision. 
The  faot  that  for  aany  this  was  not  their  ovr  i deoision  is  deaonstratel 
by  the  faot  that  a&ong  the  Dropout  groupo  there  are  aany  who  had  ac- 
tually applied  for  the  Advanoed  Corps , and  did  not  enter  it  for  souse 
reason.  This  was  true  of  fron  25  percent  to  45  peroent  of  the  Army 
Dropouts  in  all  sohools. 

Barely  did  more  than  a fourth  of  tho  parents  agree  with  the  stu- 
dents' deoision  to  discontinue  ROTC  training.  In  the  aejoxity  of  oases, 
students  reported  that  their  parents  express ad  no  opinion  about  the 
discontinuance  of  ROTC. 

Aaong  the  Amy  Dropouts  in  the  oonpulsory  sohools,  about  one- 
fourth  of  those  in  the  high  enrol laent  sohools  had  discussed  thoir 
deoision  to  drop  Army  ROTC  with  the  PMST,  oonpared  with  somewhat  fewer 

than  that  in  the  low  enrol  Laent  sohools.  The  extent  of  such  reported 

dlsoussions  rurlfld  oorsidarably  among  the  voluntary  sohools,  hut  was 
always  greater  than  in  the  ooapulsory  eohools.  In  High  Toler,  55  per- 
oent of  the  Dropcnits  discussed  their  decision,  with  the  Pl&T,  while  in 
Low  Tolar  70  percent  held  saoh  discussions.  The  situation  was  reversed 
in  Yolaraf,  where  83  peroent  in  the  "high"  school  had  sueh  a discussion, 

oonpared  with  but  43  percent  in  the  "low"  soiool. 
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In  the  oompuleory  Softools,  two- thirds  or  mors  oi*  the  Arv^r  ROTC 
Dropouts  reported  that  thn  MS?  expressed  no  opinion  on  their  de- 
oision  to  drop  the  course,  while  in  the  voluntary  schools,  one-fourth 
to  half  the  Dropouts  indioated  that  the  MS?  expressed  no  opinion. 

In  about  40  peroent  of  the  oases  in  the  voluntary  schools,  the  M5T 
disagreed  with  the  students'  deoricion  to  drop  the  course,  according 
to  student  statements. 

All  Dropout  students  were  presented  with  a list  of  persons  and 
groups  and  asked  to  lndloate  which  agreed  and  whioh  disagreed  with 
their  deoleion  to  discontinue  the  ROTC  program.  There  was  a general 
tendency  to  indioate  more  people  as  agreeing  with  their  decision  than 
disagreeing  with  it.  Friends  in  oollego  were  both  most  likely  to  agroe 
and  most  likely  to  disagree  with  their  deoislon.  Between  a third  and 
a half  reported  that  friends  at  home  agreed  with  their  deoiuion,  whll« 
leee  than  a fourth  said  that  thees  friends  at  home  disagreed  with  their 
deoleion.  The  role  of  female  companions  (girl  friends,  wives,  etc.) 
did  not  seem  an  important  factor  in  the  deoleion  to  drop  ROl'C  training, 
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I.  Reasons  for  Dropping  ROIC 


All  Dropouts  wore  presented  with  ft  liat  of  reasons  for  which  they 
might  haw*  dropped  out  of  tho  ROTC  program.  They  were  asked  to  indicate 
for  eaoh  reason  the  importance  of  that  reason  In  their  own  decision  to 
dieoontinua  ROTO.  Here  again,  the  proportion  reporting  eaoh  reason  as 
"Very  Important"  was  combined  with  that  of  "Fairly  Important". 

The  reason  moat  frequently  given  toy  all  groups  as  Important  in  their 
dropout  deoision  was  that  they  felt  that  the  ROTC  ooursec  took  up  toe 
suoh  of  thsir  time.  The  next  two  reasons  given  most  frequently  as 
important  faetors  in  thsir  deoision  were  related  to  the  content  of  tbs 
course  itself.  In  atoout  40  pereant  or  more  oases,  Dropout  students 
declared  that  they  did  not  enjoy  the  course,  and  a similar  number  stated 
that  they  were  not  learning  anything  useful  from  the  oours<? . Other 
reasons  oensidered  important  in  ths  decision  to  drop  out  of  ROTO  V 
many  students  were  a resentment  about  wearing  the  ROTC  uniform,  end 
the  reported  deoision  toy  some  that,  after  all,  it  did  not  raatter  to 
them  whether  they  served  as  officers  or  enliBted  men.  The  diRoipliht 
of  the  ROTC,  taunts  of  other  students,  and  parents'  advise  to  drop  the 
course  were  considered  by  only  a few  as  important  reasons  for  droppirg 
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Hl/rh  Coapax 

This  is  a.  at  c cor  trolled  land  grant  college  looated.  In  e Weal  ern 
state.  The  university  ‘ b about  75  y®»-2e  old.  The  eohool  ia  a little 
larger  than  -am  Coapar,  he /ir_g  «bout  2C00  students. 

The  c&apua  iw  locaiec  or*  tae  out.  ■. tr\t  of  the  city  and  present?  e 
landaoac  picture.  Moat  of  he  b-ildioge  are  .tuite  new  and  the  grounds 
ire  well  kept.  The  eanpos  gives  .he  irpra  * -lor.  that  a considerable 
•iaount  of  acney  hen  been  spent  on  it.  The  largest  constituent  school 
os  in  ooat  other  universities  in  Arts  and  Soienoei*  Taw?  also  ia  a 
school  of  Agriculture,  one  of  Mining,  Education,  aigineering  etc. 

Tuition  ia  free  for  rasidnr.tc  of  the  state  and  not  high  for  out- 
cf  stive  stuaenta.  living-  oosta»  noww/er,  are  quite  high  end  about 
calf  of  all  the  etuds-nts  w>rk  at  pert  tia«  Jobe*  Scholarships  ano  loan 
funds  ore  available,  Xn  the  not-too-d.istar ; poet  there  have  been  ratier 
>iolent  di  eagre ©sente  beiwaar;  tho  university  administration  and  the 
faculty  but  it  appeal  o thai  these  differences  are  in  the  prooeee  of  be- 
ing at-raightened  oat*. 


Low  Contpar 

This  is  a a*all  lliddlft  tfcistem  etatc  university  located  in  a euull 
i-orai  town,  Tho  university  fraa  founded  a?,  n state  institution  about  75 
years  ago.  Enrollment  is  r.mal  1 and  there  ar®  only  about  1301  studon-s 


et  this  un.ivrrBi.ty 
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The  oaapuu  1b  for  the  ac3t  paa  t 4thei  new-iooking  and  oonaii-* 
arable  construction  la  going  on.  There  as*  at5.ll  quite  a few  old  ard 

temporary  buildinge  but  they  are  gradually  being  replaced  by  newer 
structures.  Ai*ts  and  Scienoes  is  the  largest  nohool  and  in  addition 
there  la  a School  of  Basic  Medicine  (2*jr»-ai  oourse),  a ^em  Sahool, 
chool  of  Busineae  Administration  and  others.  Students  for  the  most 
part  oome  from  all  over  the  state  and  there  axe  dormitories  for  men 
as  well  aa  women , in  addition  to  fraternity  and  eororlty  boiuBee. 

Tuition  for  residents  of  the  state  art.  low*  and  oven  for-  cut-of- 
atate  students  the  rates  and  living  coets  we  not  high.  At  the  earn 
tiae,  the  eiae  of  the  town  liaits  work  poesibilites.  Consequently 
only  about  one-third  of  the  students  vr  a working  their  way  through 
college.  Scholarships  and  loan  funds  %re  also  available. 

High  Coanaraf 

This  is  a state  university,  more  than  100  years  eld.  It  is  loc a- 
ted  in  one  of  the  Eidwestern  stater.  The  *&in  oaapue  is  in  & saall 
town  and  thero  ia  another  oaapus  in  the  state  capital,  about  00  stiles 
sway.  The  aain  o&apue  is  large  and  rhile  there  are  some  old  buildings, 
aost  of  the  buildings  are  new.  In  addition, there  is  a lot  of  building 
activity  going  on  at  the  campus. 

This  is  one  cf  the  largest  universities  in  the  country,  having  al- 
most 20,000  ntudents.  The  faculty  include*  several  ociantiata  of  worlds 
vide  reputation.  The  university  has  accreditation  in  almost  all  the 
disciplines. 


Tuition  is  not  high  for  residents  of  ths  state  but  la  rather  ex- 
pensive for  out-of-state  uiuc<mtsf  of  whom  there  are  many.  Hire  then 
a 4 oar ter  of  ell  the  students  earn  all  or  port  of  their  way  through 
college.  There  are  many  large  dormitories  for  men  and  women  and  in 
addition *a  large  number  of  fraternity  and  sorority  houses. 

Low  Comuaraf 

ltoie  is  also  «;  large  Itide  astern  univere  ity.  The  echool  wae  found- 
ed  more  than  100  years  age-  as  a land  grant  institution  end  h an  always 
been  known  as  a predonuantly  agricultural  school.  Lately,  however,  other 
departments  of  the  school  have  beer,  exj/inded  rapidly. 

The  large  sprawling  campus  is  located  in  an  urban  enviro>u*ont.  The 
campus  is  dotted  with  many  lirge,  new  buildinge  and  generally  gives  the 
impression  of  a rather  well-financed  uchool,  ITiere  ere  about  16,000 
students  at  thie  school,  Ifeny  new  dormitories  have  boon  built  and  there 
are  also  many  fraternity  and  sorority  houses  on  the  camjn’B. 

i\>r  residents  of  the  state  in  which  the  school  is  located  the  tuition 
is  rather  inexpensive.  Out-of-state  students  havo  to  pay  approximately 
double  the  amount  paid  by  state  residents. 

High  Volar 

Located  in  the  center  of  a large  Hortheautexn  city,  High  Volar  ia 
the  most  unusual  of  the-  eight  oolleges  included  in  the  study.  Although 
privately- owned  end  non- a eoi  avion , the  school  nevertheless  ha:  ft  re- 
ligious orientation  which  appears  to  be  an  inner! tanoo  from  its  founders. 


In  epite  of  relatively  recent  found! ng  at  shout  the  turv-  ot  the  oer  «uty, 
its  day  *nd * «r «r. ing  enrollment  in  large,  numbering  no  r a than  14,000, 
about  5*000  of  whoa  are  full-time  day  atudents,  and  about  90  poroent  aale. 


'Shat  ia  perhaps  ooei  unusual  about  High  Volar  is  the  student  cooper- 
ative system  under  which  «t  ia  run.  Instead,  of  the  uku&1  four-year 
undergraduate  college  program,  most  of  the  full-time  students  attend 
college  for  a period  of  five  year#.  During  thie  time  they  alternate  be- 
tween approxisai  oly  10  weeks  of  full-time  classes  anct  ft  similar  period 
spent  on  a full-time  job  provided  them  by  the  university.  The  purpose 
of  this  job  is  to  provide  (students  with  training  in  the  arm  of  their 
college  specialty. 

3V?epite  the  unusual  pattern  of  aohool  attendance,  and  the  fact  i ' r. - 
students  are  on  their  Job  or  in  college  during  all  of  the  calender  year, 
enrollment  in  the  ROTO  at  thin  voluntary  college  1b  among  the  highest  _n 
the  country.  Its  high  enrollment  my  lie  largely  cesponsifc]  e for  the 
High  Volar  college  having  Engineer  and  Signal  Corps  branches  of  the  I OTC 
rather  than  General  Military  Service  as  is  the  case  with  the  other  raven 
collages  in  the  sample,  and  with  more  than  90  percent  of  the  ROTC  units 
in  colleges  throughout,  the  country.  The  unau&l  arrangements?  of  thic 
college  also  results  in  BOTC  summer  ce  sp  for  the  Advanced  Corps, tak:.  g 
place  aDc er  completion  of  the  entire  POTC  course. 
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how  Volar 

Low  Volar  is  k tt.\micii.»llywontroiled  university  located  in  a and- 
ium  aised  Midwestern  incuutrJal  oity.  The  university  was  privately 
chartered  in  the  latter  part  cf  the  19th  oeniory.  After  an  existence 
of  about  15  year*  as  a private  institution  it  t$a&  taker,  over  by  the  city 
administration  and  haa  been  ankniei  pally- ooni  rolled  ever  sine®. 

Today  the  university  if  located  in  rather  pleasant  suburban  surround- 
ings. The  ccuBpus  'te  snail  and  oooepuat  and  ikout  of  the  olOMaroeme  ane  alain- 
ietrative  office**  are  looatori  in  ono  large  building  whioh  dominates  the 
campus. 

The  university  consists  cf  several  oolle-es  of  rhioh  the  College  of 
Arte  and  Soiencee  ie  the  lucgcBt.  There  is  also  a graduate  divioior.  but 
it  ia  rather  iirift.ll.  There  art  about  3/>00  ft li-xiae  ntudenta  two— tb? rde 
of  the®  men.  In  addition?  a a in  no  at  municipal  universities.,  there  : a a 
largo  enrollment  f pert- time  and  night-eabool  students.  All  in  all. 
there  are  about  6«000  students.  There  are  ootn«  dormitories  for  both  r;«n 
and  women  on  the  oampus  anc.  out-of-town  students  aiv-  required  to  live  at 
a dcraitory  during-  their  freshman  year.  of  the  students,  howjvtr, 

live  at  home. 

Tuition  is  not  vory  nigh  by  today’s  standards  but  nevertheless  shout 
three- four the  of  all  students  have  part  time  jobe. 
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Hixh  Volaraf 

This  university  is  privately  controlled  slthough  io  receives  fir- 
anoial  assistance  from  the  municipality  in  which  it  is  looe.t*d,  The 
university  waa  originally  founded  in  the  latter  part  ox  the  19th  century 
and  was  at  that  time  a religiously  controlled  institution.  It  still  has 
some  religious  ties  but  they  are  more  or  lees  nominal  by  net . 

High  Volar hf  io  looated  in  the  northeastern  part  o?”  the  United  'tatea 
in  a large  industrial  city.  The  university  has  about  12,000  students,.  The 
C'.uspus  is  located  right  in  the  oity  but  maintains  the  general  appearance 
and  aspects  of  a college  campus  rather  than  a group  of  municipal  build- 
inge. 

The  largest  college  i»  the  College  of  Liberal  Arts  but  there  su« 
other  important  schools,  auoh  as  Business  Administration,  Tar,  !3ngina«r- 
irg,  Music,  Art,  etc. 

Tuition  and  living  costs  are  high  ^living  ooeta  are  the  fcigheet  of 
the  oight  schools  in  the  sample)  and  cuu  j students  held  pari  time  jobs, 
lx  sddition>oany  30holarshipa  and  lean  funds  for  students  si- a available. 

Although  the  majority  of  the  students  come  from  the  surrounding  ares 
and  live  at  home  there  are  saury  dormitories  ard  fratera  > ty  and  sorority 

1 

hi usee  whero  students  can  live.  Ttx?  university  aac.  a good  reputation 

ard  narny  out-of-state  and  foreign  students  are  in  residence  there.. 
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Ibla  ia  a privately-oontrolled  institution  which  resolves  soaa 
It  la  located  right  in  the  center  of  one  of  the  larger  Beaten  in— 
due-trial  eltlea»  Originally  founded  about  170  years  age,  it  went  through 
several  name  ohangea  before  adopting  ita  present  name  about  50  ysars  ago* 
The  atudent  body  ia  large  and  oonalata  of  about  15,000  atudanta,  anal 

of  whoa  are  ooaaniters  and  a grft  t aajority  of  whom  work  their  way  through 
oo liege,  night  olaseee  are  rery  extensive  et  thie  aohool.  Accreditation 
oottr*  most  fields  end  in  addition  there  are  rarloua  large  reaearoh  or  ~ 
ganieatlone  baaed  at  this  university. 

The  unverelty  operate*  eoae  doraitoriee  for  both  aen  and  woaen  and 
there  are  also  aoae  fraternity  houses. 

Tuition  is  not  as  inexpensive  aa  that  of  aoae  other  institution. 


